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PURE MALT 


ey | : 9 
“The name CADBURY on any packet of Cocoa is a guarantee of purity.” | 


“Goooa of English Manufacture, absolutely pure.”—The Analyst. 


NO CHEMICALS USED 


many of the so-called Pure Foreign Coco2zs). 









—Medical Annual. 










VINEGAR, PICKLES, SAUCES, 








JAMS, SOUPS, and POTTED MEATS 














Are SOLD by GROCERS and STORES THROUGHOUT the WORLD. 





THE PASTEUR (CHAMBERLAND) FILTER. 


Tue British Mepicat JournaL (August 25, 18 says :— 
“The invaluable Pasteur Filter for Nee sare es the 
Passage of microbes of any kind, is difficult to break, and easy to 
clean, and its application for some years in 200,000 quarters of the 
French Army has skown that it is effectual in preventing 


epidemics of Cholera, Typhoid Fever, Diarrhea, and 


similar diseases.” 
. M. pe F REYCINET (Report of Minister of War to President of the 
F rench Republic, Journal Officiel, February 14, 1892), says :— 
Wherever the Pasteur Filter has been applied to water 
' previously bad Typhoid Fever has disappeared.” At this 
date over 200,000 quarters of the French Army were fitted with 
Pasteur Filters. 





. SIR HENRY Roscoz, M.P., Ph.D., F.R.S. (Westminster Gazette 
September 8, 1893), says:—'‘ Ordinary filters are no good at all, 
The only filter that protects the water drinker from the 


germs is the Pasteur Filter.” 

After eight months’ investigation in the Public Health Laboratory 
of the University of Edinburgh to estimate the value, in prevention 
of disease, ofthe best known Carbon and Asbestos Filters, of the Pasteur 
Filter, and of a copy of it in another material, Dr. H. H. Jounston, 
D. Sc., M.D., C.M., states:—'‘ The Pasteur-Chamberland Filter 
is undoubtedly the best, and the only one in which 
reliance can be placed for permanently sterilizing drinking 
water,” 


Made in a Variety of Patterns for Industrial and Domestic Purposes. 


DEFRIES & SONS, Limited. HOUNDSDITCH, LONDON, E.C. 
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ete COODALL’S EGG POWDER. For Painting Stoves, G: &, Bottles, 6d. and le : 
: Sue 6d. en Rgeel 0020 Pee ld. Packets. 6d., Is., and ; “GOODALL'S. LAVENDER WATER, ; 
GOODALL’S CUSTARD POWDER, — GOODALL'S PLATE POWDER. 
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ee a KIGHT PRIZE MEDALS ~ ‘AWARDED. ee 
ager GOoODALI’S 


‘HOUSEHOLD SPECIALITIES. 








_ enna tater 1s., & 2s, each, te WINE en - 


Fhe Bestin the World. 1d. Packets. 6d., 1s., 2s., Sadie Tins, 


COODALL'S BRUNSWICK BLACK. 


Pelieous Custards withont Eggs. In Boxes, 2d., 6d., & ls. each. | For Pats and Cleaning all Boxes, 6d., 1s., and 


OODALL'S BLANGMANCE POWDER. | wu. Goer ie steel Onn 19m 


Delicious Blancmange in a Few Minutes. Boxes, 6d. & ls. each and quart boxes, 3d., 6d 


Paoraron—GHLOOD AL, BAOKHOUSH, é& OO., LHHDS. 


PATENT MEDICINES and GROCERS’ SUNDRIES. 


Monthly rine Bist of Patent Medicines, Grocers’ Sundries, &o., will be sent post-free on application. 


GOODALL, BACKHOUSE, & CO., LEEDS. 


R. & N. POTT, : ‘i 
SCL | | J NEGA Ricer sosoworely > Uj RR Ec 





And FREE from the ADDITI FREE from the ADDITION of PYROLIGNEOUS or any other ACIDS. See Label on Casks & Bottles guaranteeing PURITY 





GARNRICK’S BEEF. PEPTONOIDS ceowneRy 


THE MOST CONCENTRATED AND NUTRITIOUS FOOD IN THE MARKET. 










"It would take 80 pints of Beef Tea made from 80 Ibs. of steak to obtain the flesh-forming constituents 
present in one gtwgs of OARNRICK’S BEEF PEPTONOIDS.”—Pror. StuTzer, Bonn. 


CARNRICK’S LIQUID PEPTONOIDS 


(BEEF PEPTONOIDS ENTIRELY DIGESTED AND DISSOLVED). 
A DELICIOUS NUTRITIVE CORDIAL. A MOST YALUABLE TONIC, STIMULANT AND FOOD. 


“A very powerful Tonio and Stimulant."—Lancet. 


= Also Carnrick’s Liquid Peptonoids with Coca, and Peptonoids, iron and Wine. 








CARNRICK & CO., Ltd., 24 & 25, Hart Street, Bloomsbury, London. 








es IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

__ OVER Two THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

A Have been received from Medical Men. 

SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 


as Have been awarded. 





. a - gota in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 
a ao Sole Manufacturers : 
B OLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 


Se A 2%, 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps 


9 NOTICE TO READERS. 


| Foop anp ‘Sanitation will be forwarded post free at ane 
: Efolloping rates :— 

Three months 1/8 

A ey Six — " 3/3 

an o Twelve ,, 6/6 


i "Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, Neva Grange, 
_ Loats-road, London, S.W., to whom all communications for the 
Editor are to be addressed, 


Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
‘row London, E.C, Price 5/-.each. 


OS Re an apace action <3 | 


Binding Cases for Foop AND ‘SANITATION, in cloth, gold 
. lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each. 
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»  628.—The Latest Recruit to the Murderous Seventy-three 
_Degrees Flash Point. 
» 629.—A Modern Gas Power Plant.—Water at Spirit Price.— 
Margarine. 
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»  632.—Drugs.—Herb Beer.—Swansea Sago Prosecution.— 
Artificial Oysters. —Extraordinary Mineral-Water 
Action.—Extra Adulteration in Lancashire. 
»  633.—A County Laboratory for Cheshire.—Danish Butter 
Swindles.— Seidlitz Powders.— How Dairymen 
are Victimised. 
» 634.—Unseasonable Salmon.—Correspondence: Visitors at 
Cannes Poisoned by gp cactbics grown on old 
Tobacco Fields. 
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SIDE LIGHTS ON “STORES” AND THEIR METHODS. 


me IT is only a few weeks since Messrs. Spiers & Pond 
_were fined for spirit adulteration, when they put forward a 
defence which could only be fitly described as disgusting. 
Rapidly on the heels of this came the action of the Bacon 
Curers’ Association against the Junior Army and Navy 
Stores, wherein it was disclosed in evidence that for years 
dealers at the Stores have been victimised by having 
; inferior foreign produce palmed off upon them at the 
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The decision was given 
at Marlborough Street Police-court on Dec. 22nd, when the 
Junior Army and Navy Stores (Limited), of Regent Street, 
W., appeared before Mr. De Rutzen to three adjourned 
summonses, taken out by Inspector Moore, of the Bacon 
Curers’ Association of Great Britain and Ireland, charging 


them with selling certain goods with a false trade descrip-_ 


tion, with applying to certain goods a false trade descrip- 
tion, and with causing such false description to be applied. 
William Reynolds, salesman of the provision department, 
John Venner, foreman of the same department, and 


Benjamin Crumplen, buyer and manager of the depart-— 
’ ment, were summoned in connection with the charge. 


Mr. B. Weekes, solicitor,‘ prosecuted on behalf of the 
Bacon Curers’ Association of Great Britain and Ireland ; 
Mr. Montagu Shearman, barrister, appeared for the Stores, 
Crumplen, and Venner; and Mr. Lawless, barrister, for 
Reynolds. 

The case for the prosecution and the defence had been 
closed, and it had merely been adjourned to give the magis- 
trate an opportunity of reading over the depositions and 
considering his decision. 


Mr. De Rutzen now said he had carefully read over 


the evidence, as the case was a most important one. The 
facts of the case were perfectly plain, and were practically 
undisputed. Mr. Moore, an inspector of the Bacon 
Curers’ Association of Great Britain and Ireland, went to 
the Stores and asked to be supplied with an English ham. 


- He was supplied with a ham which he was told was an 


Irish ham. The ham, upon being examined by an expert, 
was found to be a Canadian ham. The price of Irish 
ham—which was 2d. a pound more than that of Canadian 
—was charged for the ham sold to Mr. Moore. Before 
taking proceedings, Mr. Moore wished to strengthen his 
case, and called several persons who had been formerly 
employed by the stores, who showed that it was the 


practice there to sell suitably shaped Canadian hams 


as Wiltshire and York hams. He saw no reason to 
discredit the witnesses for the prosecution, who appeared 
to be respectable persons in good employment. 
An attack had been made by the defence on Mr. Moore, 
it having been hinted that he had taken up prosecutions 
like the one before the Court from pecuniary motives. 
There was not, however, in his opinion, anything to justify 
such an insinuation. What was the case for the other side? 
They did not put eligible witnesses into the box to say that 
what the witnesses for the prosecution had sworn was 
untrue, and, in fact, the case was practically undefended. 
The Bacon Curers’ Association of Great Britain and Ireland 
was formed for the purpose of protecting the trade in which 
they were interested—a very natural and proper thing to 
do. Such an association had to compete against the whole 
world; but if they had to compete as well against an 
institution of their own countrymen which carried on trade 
in such a manner as had been disclosed in this case, he 
thought they had every right to be satisfied with the 
assistance given them by the secretary and inspector of it. 
The Stores would be fined £20. What were the costs? 


Mr. Weekes: Seventy-five pounds, sir. 
Mr. De Rutzen : I will give you thirty guineas costs. 
Mr. Weekes: Cannot you make them more ? 


Mr. De Rutzen: Very well. The Stores will have to 
pay a fine of £10 and £41 tos. costs, Venner £5 and £5 
2s. costs, Crumplen £5 and. £45 2s. costs, and Reynolds, 
41 and £1 2s. costs. 

We had occasion some years ago to investigate the 
methods of another co-operative society, and found, on 
their own showing, that they bought a certain class of 
butter which contained from 20 to 22 per cent. of water, 
instead of 12 to 14 per cent. By this fraud they filched 
from the pockets of their members and the public about 
£40,000 per year for water made to stand upright and sold 
at butter price. If co-operation cannot pay dividends without 
swindles like these, then the sooner it confesses itself to be 
a fraud and gives up competing against private enterprise 
the better for public honesty, for even private enterprise 
can show no food frauds on the colossal scale of these. 
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PURE, WHOLESOME, DELICIO US. 


|BIRD'S 
~ CUSTARD 


POWDER 


_ The unfailing resource of every Lady ot the House and 
successful Housekeeper. # 


NO EGGS! NO TROUBLE! NO RISK! 


‘ 








THE LATEST RECRUIT TO THE MURDEROUS SEVENTY- 
THREE DEGREES FLASH POINT. 


Our readers will learn with disgust that Dr. Dupré i is 
the American oil gang’s latest champion. We consider it 
monstrous that a person occupying such an official position 
as Dr. Dupré holds should commit himself to statements 
which serve to bolster up a system of monopoly, plus arson 
and dynamite, and the sacrifice of a life per day in the 
United Kingdom, and we endorse the emphatic terms in 
which Zhe Sfar deals with the case. The English apolo- 
gists of the infamy must not be allowed to work it this 
time as they did in the last inquiry. Parliament, the press, 
and the platform must each demand that the roasting alive 
of our people shall cease, even though less fearfully earned 
profit reaches Rockefeller and his gang. 


The Star says: 


‘‘Dr. Duprfi HAS LATELY POINTED TO GERMANY. 
“ AND SO DO WE! 


*** BERLIN, 3 Dec.—The Socialist Deputies in the Diet of 


the Grand Duchy of Baden have decided to interpellate the. 


Government as to what measures they propose to take to 
prevent the American Oil Company of Mannheim and 


Bremen from obtaining a monopoly injurious to the public . 


interests in the supply of petroleum in South Germany. 

«There is apparently to be a concerted move against this 
threatened monopoly, for the National Liberal Party in the 
Reichstag have given notice of a similar interpellation to 
the Imperial Government, in which the Standard Oil Com- 
pany is mentioned by name as the would-be monopolist.— 
Central News.’ 


‘“ PRESS AND PUBLIC SHOULD STUDY THIS! 


‘We desire to draw the attention of the entire press of 
this country, and especially the large section of it which has 
taken up the crusade against explosive American petroleum, 
to the grave danger that at present menaces that beneficent 
agitation. It is simply this: that while the overwhelming 
weight of scientific authority demands the raising of the 
flash-point to 105 deg., and the exclusion of ‘the deadly 
73 deg.,’ the most influential of the permanent officials 
upon’ whom it must fall to advise a Minister are either 
actively hostile or else are exhibiting an ostentations indif- 
ference which is open to the most serious misconstruction. 
While the Government’s own administrative department 
insist on the use of high-flash oils therein, men of the scien- 
tific and official eminence of Sir Frederick Abel, Dr. 
Boverton Redwood, and Colonel Majendie are refusing the 
same protection to the lives and property of the poor. To 
that list we must now-add Dr. Dupré, who is the Chemical 
Adviser of the Home Office. 

“This gentleman took part in a debate at Sutton the 
other week after a lecture by Mr. E. Price Edwards, one of 
the Principals of Trinity House, who advocated the raising 
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rz low-flashing point that was dangerous. — 
lamps, and the i ignorance of the people in using the oil. 





of: fn flash: point, 






SDT, Dupré expressed a an opinion that it was not the 
‘It was the bad. 


In Germany, where lower flash oils were used, there never | 
were explosions from the lamps, and besides, there the 
husbands did not throw the lamps at their wives on Satur- 
day nights. If higher flashing-point oils were insisted upon | 
it would mean such an additional expense that it would 
place the homes of the poor in darkness. If peuple 
thought they would get legislation on the subject to raise 


the flash-point they would be very much mistaken, for 


legislation would not so upset the trade. What was wanted 
was education and. better lamps.’ 

“We are sorry to say that Dr. Dupré’s main point is. 
merely a juggle with the word ‘explosions,’ which is only” 
rendered possible for him and his like by the circumstance _ 
that in German statistics no distinction is made between oil 
explosions and the escape and ignition of oil on an upset - 
lamp. But we have shown on the testimony of Professor 
Wm. Ramsay and Lord Kelvin that the mischief of low- 
flash oil is not limited to ‘explosions,’ but immensely. 
increases the danger of lamp upsets. What, then, are the © 
figures of lamp accidents (including explosions and igni- 
tions) in Germany? Professor Lobry de Bruyn, the Dutch 
chemist, has shown in the Berlin Chemiker Zeitung that in 
Berlin, ‘Hamburg, Antwerp, Copenhagen, Bremen, Am- 
sterdam, in fact all over the Continent where this low- 
flash oil has been admitted, the ratio of petroleum fires. 
to the total fires ranges from 10 to 37 per cent. The 
International Congress of Fire at Amsterdam, in Sep- 
tember, 1896, by a tremendous majority, demanded the 
raising of the flash-point to 104 (Abel). The chief of the 
Bremen Fire Brigade declared at the congress that when — 
a lamp burning high-flash oil was upset no fire resulted, 
while with low-flash oil it took fire readily. That is a Ger- | 
man testimony, which we present to Dr. Dupré. 4 

“When his facts are not facts it is not surprising that 
the conclusions he bases on them are equally fallacious. 
He says it is the bad lamps, not the bad oil. We have. 
published many scientific opinions on that point; here is 
another, not yet published in Ze Star, which has a special — 
interest of its own, In January, 1892, Mr. W. Fox, 
chemist of the Petroleum Association, reported asa result - 
of a series of experiments : 

“‘¢ High-class oils are in every way safer than low-class_ 
oils, no matter what kind of lamp they are burned in.’ 

“This was endorsed in a report of the Petroleum Asso- 
ciation in June, 1892, which declared that Mr. Fox’s 
experiments had disproved the statement that there was” 
‘no greater safety with high- test oils than with the common 
oils used by the poor.’ That report was signed by Mr. 
J. D. Jamieson and Mr. Thomas Abbott Smith, two repre- 
sentatives of the Anglo-American Oil Company, which to-day 
is selling the deadly ‘“ Tea-Rose,” with a flash-point of 

3 deg. 

iy We need not discuss Dr. Dupré’s cost bogey, for that. 
was answered at the meeting. The competition of Russian 
petroleum, of gas and of electricity, would prevent the. 
Standard Oil Trust from seriously raising the price—and 
they know it. 

“It is, however, extraordinary that a public official 
like Dr. Dupré should, before the Select Committee have 
considered their report, be so freely prophesying that the 
flash-point will not be raised. When we remember that» 
the trade he doesn’t want to ‘upset’ is the trade of the: 
Yankee millionaire Rockefeller, we think it time to direct 
the attention of the Press generally ‘o this singular 
phenomenon. 

“Tt indicates, in our opinion, that the English official 


| apologists of the Standard Oil Trust mean to ‘take it fight- 


ing.’ So be it. We promise them that they will be very 
tired of the name of John D. Rockefeller before this cam- 
paign is over, and we look confidently to the press, without 
distinction of party, to assist in making their real position 
clear to them.” 





2 ee GAS” POWER PLANT. 
Economy IN Workinc. 


- AtrHoucH the mere mention of water-gas is sufficient 
o send a cold shiver down the backs of many Yorkshire- 


‘ men, a somewhat similar principle to that with which the 


‘name of Mr. Samson Fox is connected has been applied 
“in various directions with conspicuous success, says Zhe 
ee Observer. The endeavour to secure economy in 

i the supply of power has taken many directions, and one 
' which has been developed considerably during the last 






enerating plant, and its utilisation in an ordinary. gas 
engine. In making water-gas, steam and air are driven 
“th rough incandescent coke alternately, but the combustion 
caused by the air is not directly productive of gas, and 
hence a considerable amount of fuel is to some extent 
wasted. But by driving air and steam together through 
_ burning coke, it is found possible to continuously maintain 
the temperature, and to produce a crude mixture of gases 
_ which can be utilised in driving an engine. In more than 
one generator at present in use, this principle has been 
applied. A representative of Zhe Bradford Observer 
Y recently inspected, at the works of Mr. Arthur Porritt, 


- fifteen years is the manufacture of crude gas by a simple > 


~ flock manufacturer, Birstall, a plant made to the designs of 


Mr. B. H. Thwaite, C.E., which has been found to work 
“ economically and successfully. 
bit 3 t- generator itself consists of two furnaces built of 
thin: iron ‘plate and lined with firebrick, but only one of 
them is at present being used. This is closed at the top, 
and is partially filled with coke. After the coke has been 
ae a blast of air—the temperature of which has 
"aioe been raised by waste heat—is driven up the 
urnace by a fan worked by the engine. At the same time 
"water is allowed to trickle slowly into the bottom of the 
- furnace on to a heated iron plate, where it is quickly con- 
verted into steam. The air and steam, rising together 
of through ‘the burning coke, become converted into an 
_ explosive mixture of carbon monoxide, hydrogen, and 
_ marsh gas, with, of course, a considerable proportion of 
4 nitrogen. It is this mixture, which is known as “pro- 
- ducer gas,” which works the engine. A simple scrubber 
is used for removing some of the superfluous water and 
_grosser impurities, and a small gasometer, which has a 
‘capacity of 500 cubic feet, acts as a storage reservoir. The gas 
itself contains, roughly, 61 per cent. of nitrogen, 28 per cent. 
_ of carbon monoxide, 5°5 per cent. of hydrogen, and 1°g per 
_ cent. of marsh gas, the remainder being carbonic acid gas. 
_ The presence of the nitrogen, which acts, of course, as a 
 dilutant, renders the mixture only about one-third as 
: effective as the same volume of ordinary coal gas, and 
hence the valves of the gas engine are adjusted so as to 
admit a smaller proportion of air than usual. With this 
‘ exception, however, the engine, which was made by Messrs. 
-» Hartley and Petyt, of Bingley, is of the ordinary type. It 
i has two cylinders side by side, each of 16 inches diameter, 
with a 2 feet stroke. Each cylinder is arranged for the 
~ Otto cycle, and there is, therefore, one explosion for every 
revolution of the fly wheel. The speed is 140 revolutions 
_ per minute, and the indicated horse power developed 
~ about 135. A small gas engine is used for starting the 
larger one. 
___ However interesting such a method of producing power 
_ may be theoretically, the main question is as to whether 
any real economy is effected by it. On this point Mr. 
~ Arthur Porritt, the proprietor of the factory, speaks with no 
_ Uncertain sound. He evidently holds no brief for the 
" system, for he frankly says that there are points in the 
_ apparatus which could be distinctly improved, and he him- 
‘self has made some slight modification in details, but as the 
results of six months’ working he is convinced that the 
plant is more economical than an ordinary steam engine. 
~In actual working it consumes only r}lb. of coke per 
_ indicated horse power per hour, and as the coke only costs 
him 8s. per ton, it is evident he obtains his power very 
cheaply indeed. The “producer gas” costs less than 1d. 
"per 1,000 cubic feet, and since it is one-third as efficient as 
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which he paid 2s., for the purposes of analysis. 


- ordinary coal gas, he is in the position of.a manufacturer 
who obtains coal gas for less than 3d. per 1,000 cubic feet. 
The original cost of the engine and plant is about the same 
as that of an ordinary steam engine and boiler; the super- 


vision required is probably rather greater. The whole 


apparatus, at the time of our representative’s visit, was — 


working very smoothly and satisfactorily, and. the installa- 
tion is one which will probably commend itself to many 


persons requiring a medium quantity of Power at the 


lowest possible cost. 
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WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Durham, on December 18, Patrick Frieprey, 
of the “Three Horse Shoes,” Witton Gilbert, was 
summoned at the instance of Mr. Scott Elder, Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling adulterated 
rum. Defendant pleaded guilty. George Wilson, assist- 
ant to Mr. Scott Elder, said he called at the. defendant’s 
house on November 24, and purchased a pint of rum, for 
He divided 
the rum into three parts, and submitted one to the county 
analyst, who certified that the spirit was 34°45 degs. under 
proof. Mr. Scott Elder here intimated that 25 per cent. 
was allowed, which left 9 per cent.too much adulteration. 
A fine of tos. and costs was 
McCormack was summoned for selling adulterated whisky. 
Defendant admitted the offence. Geo. Wilson deposed 
to visiting defendant’s licensed premises, the ‘‘ Oddfellows’ 
Arms,” Witton Gilbert, and purchasing a pint of whisky. A 
portion of this was analysed by the county analyst, who 
certified that it was 31°08 degs. under proof. Fined tos, 
and costs. 

At Tamworth on December 21st, John Wallbank, land- 
lord of the “ Anchor Inn,” Glascote, was charged by Henry 
John ‘Salmon, inspector for the Warwickshire County 
Council, with having sold on November 5th, whisky con- 
taining 14 per cent. and brandy 3°8 per cent. of added 
water. Defendant stated that he had other employment, 
and left the management of the public-house to his wife. 
If she had made a mistake, it was inadvertently done. Mr. 
Salmon entered the house and called for two pennyworth 
of whisky, which was served from a bottle. He said he 
would take half-a-pint, and the landlady went towards the 
cellar to get it. Witness said he preferred to have it from 
the bottle, and took all it contained, a quartern and a half. 
Upon: disclosing his identity, she said the cork had been 
left out, and offered to get him “some good” from the 
cellar. He then said he would have half-a-pint of brandy, 
which was served from a full decanter. The Bench con- 
sidered it a bad case, and fined defendant £5 for the 
whisky and £1 for the brandy, with costs; total, £7 9s. 

At Douglas, on December 24th, before the Stipendiary, 
George Edward Dyson, landlord of the ‘Oddfellows’ Arms,” 
was charged at the instance of John Cain, inspector under 
the Adulteration Acts, with having sold spirits that were 
under the legal standard of strength. It appeared that 


certain rum supplied to the plaintiff By defendant was . 


6°9 under standard, while certain whisky fwas 1°6 under. 
Defendant, who admitted the offence, offered the excuse 
that his hydrometer had got out of order. He was fined in 
respect of the rum 2os. and costs, and in respect of the 
whisky tos. and costs. 


MARGARINE. \ 


PROSECUTION UNDER THE FoopD aND Drucs ActT.— 
At Leeds Police-court, Dec. 22, before the Stipen diary 
Magistrate (Mr. C. M. Atkinson), Michael Maloney, a 
wholesale and retail provision dealer, carrying on business 
at 26, Lady Lane, was charged with selling 4lb. of butter 
which contained 77 per cent. of foreign fat. The Town 
Clerk prosecuted, and*Mr. Child defended. The defence 
was that defendant bought the article as butter, and that he 
was not aware it was adulterated. The case was adjourned 
in order to allow further evidence on behalf of Maloney to 
be produced. 


' 
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; MEAT. . 

Ar the Middlesbrough Police-court, on December 22nd, 
John Russell, Wilson Street, Middlesbrough, was charged | 
with having, on November 27th, ten pieces of beef on his 


stall in the market-place which were unfit for human food. 
Mr. Geo. Barnley described the seizure of the meat by the 


inspector from the defendant’s stall. It did not appear to 


_ be meat from an animal in a state of emaciation, but it was 


very dark coloured, and had become putrid. Defendant 
had not only been selling it himself, but had allowed him- 
self to be a channel of distribution to others. Mr. Anderson, 
inspector, and Dr. Malcomson, medical officer, gave evidence 
as to the facts, Dr. Malcomson adding as his opinion 
that the meat had come from a beast suffering from 


some disease, or that it had been severely bruised, for 


Some of the portions he examined were full of blood, 
Mr. Barron, for the defence, said the beast had come from 
Scotland, had been bought by a dealer of Castle Douglas, 


~ and had ‘been passed by a veterinary at Newcastle, whence 


it had arrived in Middlesbrough on the Tuesday. It was 
slaughtered on the Wednesday, and on the Thursday was 
seen by Mr. Anderson’s assistant, who, however, had not 
been called by the solicitor for the prosecution. Wm. Hy. 
Robinson, the slaughterer, said the animal was an old 
Ayrshire cow, perhaps five, or six, or seven years old, but 


‘it was perfectly sound when killed. Wm. Barker, Veterinary 


Surgeon to the Corporation, said he had examined the meat 
on the 27th ult., and he had found it in the first stages of 


decomposition, for which the weather, which was soft and 


close, might be responsible. Had he been called in he 
should, of course, have condemned it as unfit for human 
food. : 

The Stipendiary thought there was no doubt that the 
man had exposed for sale meat unfit for human food. If 
the information had been differently framed, and had in- 
cluded the more serious offence (of diseased meat), and the 
evidence had borne it out, he would have sent the 


- defendant to gaol without the slightest compunction. 


Russell had previously been convicted of a similar offence, 
for which he was fined £15, and he must pay now £20, or 
two months. 

Joseph Lowery (18), who was employed at another stall 
of the market by Russell, and Herbert Nettleton (21), who 
had on that day bought meat for sale for the first time from 
Russell, pleaded guilty to similar offences.—Mr. Barron 
pleaded their youth and inexperience, and a penalty of £5 


_each, inclusive, was imposed, the Stipendiary adding that if 


the case of Lowery had been taken before he would have 
increased the fine upon Russell, who, however, would, if he 
had a spark of feeling in him, pay these fines also. 

The fourth case was against Robert Robinson, who (Mr. 
J. W. R. Punch appearing for the defendant) was a man 
over 80 years of age, with a spotless record as a butcher of 
65 years. Taking into consideration the age and the ap- 
parent enfeebled judgment of the defendant, who ought not 
to have been allowed to pursue the business, his worship 
imposed only the amount of the costs (£2) as a fine. 

AT Clay Cross Petty Sessions William Wigley, butcher, 
of Chelmorton, Lutterworth, was charged at the instance of 
the Clay Cross Urban District Council, with exposing for 
sale two pieces of meat which were unfit for human food, 
on the 13th November last. The meat before being 
destroyed was inspected by Mr. T. G. Griffin, sanitary 
inspector, who reported the matter to Dr. A. Mackintosh, 
medical officer of health.. The meat was condemned and 
ordered to be destroyed by Mr. W. B. M. Jackson, J.P. 
Owing to the weather being wet on the 13th it was placed 
in a shed, the property of the council. On Sunday, the 
following day, Mr. H. Fer, veterinary surgeon, of Derby, John 
Bancroft, James Radford, and S. Radford, butchers, of 
Derby, visited Clay Cross, and had an opportunity of 
seeing the condemned meat, and in their evidence they 
said it was sound and fit for food, but was a little wrong 
on the outside. Other witnesses declared the meat 
fit for food, Dr. Mackintosh said it was flabby and putrid. 
The Bench imposed a penalty of 44, 42 for each piece, 


and the costs. | 


‘bullock which had suffered from tuberculosis. 





two pieces of meat at the same time and place. 
witnesses stated that the meat was sound, but discoloured 


Mr. Hextall, bliss: of = Derby, instr ! 
by Mr. A. Slack, of Clay Cross, defended, and Mr. Middle- 
ton (Messrs. Jones and Middleton) prosecuted. ; 
Palmer butcher, of Normanton, was charged with exposing — 
‘Several 


John ; 





through hanging too long. Dr. Mackintosh i in his evidence © . 


said the meat was putrid and was the worst that he had ever 
been called upon to examine. 


ant £10, £5 for each piece, and costs. 

victions were recorded against the defendant. 
gave notice of appeal.—The hearing of a case in which 
John Hay, butcher, of Derby, and William Wright, assistant 
butcher, etc., of Clay Cross, were summoned for obstruct- 


ing Mr. T. G. Griffin while in: the execution of his duty, — 


was postponed for one month. 


Mr. Hextall defended and> 
Mr. Middleton prosecuted. ‘The Bench fined the defend- : 
Previous con- | 

Mr. Hextall | 


BrroreE the Bromley Bench, on December 2oth, William at 


Crittall, butcher, of West Wickham, was charged ‘with ex- 
posing for sale beef unfit for human food. 

An inspector employed by the Bromley Rural Tasca 
Council found on defendant’s premises the carcase of a 
A Berton 
of the meat was exposed in the shop. 


_For the defence it was contended that defendant had { 


no knowledge that the meat was diseased. _ Evidence to 


this effect was given by defendant’s brother, who resides at’ 


Knights Hill, West Norwood. 
The Bench fined defendant. 410 and costs. 


At Guildford, Thomas Sadgrove, 16, Temple Street, a 
Dalston, was summoned for selling to Mrs. Hooper, Eagle a 


Road, half a ham, which was intended for food, and was 
unsound, on the 11th inst. Mr. E. Bonner prosecuted on 


behalf of the Guildford Urban Sanitary Authority, and Mr. _ 


T. Wainscot was for the defence. 


market, and sold half a ham to a Mrs. Hooper for 2s. 6d. 


Mr. Bonner said on the . 
rith inst. defendant had a provision stall in the Guildford. 


On Sunday, thé r2th inst, Mrs. Hooper proceeded to cook. _ 


the ham, and then found it was very oftensive, showing 
that it must be diseased. 


to go without dinner. On the Monday it was handed 


to Mr. Tribe, seen by Dr. Morton, the medical 
officer of health, and afterwards condemned by 
Mr. W. Baker, J.P.—Emily Hooper, 36, Eagle-road, 


said on the 11th inst. she bought half a ham off defendant 
between 6 and 7 o'clock in the evening. On cooking it on 


In consequence, the family had _ 


Sunday for dinner it gave off a bad smell, which caused her 


and her husband to feel ill for two or three days afterwards. 
They had in consequence to go without dinner on the Sun- 
day. Cross-examined: It was the knuckle end of a green 
ham, and looked a very good piece when she bought it. 
When it was cooked they had to take it outdoors because 
of the smell. Mr. F. C. Tribe, Sanitary Inspector to the 
Borough of Guildford, said on the 


Mrs. Hooper, at her house, The smell was very offensive, 
and the ham was quite putrid. He took it to the 
medical officers, who confirmed his idea that it was 
totally unfit for food. 
who signed an order (produced) for its destruction. The 
ham could not have been sound on the Saturday night.— 
Mr. Wainscot said he had expert evidence there, and the 
witness would tell them that pork might be sound when 
put into the tub containing the brine, but when taken out 
some parts of the pork would not take the salt, and that 
part was usually where the knucklebone was. When that 
happened it could not be discovered, and it was sound as 
far as the surface was concerned, and also to the eye and 
the smell until placed in hot water. 
to dismiss the case, and not make defendant liable for a 
thing over which he had no control.—Thomas Cartwright, 
21, Artillery Terrace, was called for the defence, and said for 
thirty years he had carried on a private business as ham 


curer. On the 11th inst. he bought a leg of pork off defendant 4 


in the market. He had bought several before from defendant, 
all of which had given him the greatest satisfaction. He 
saw defendant cut a green ham in half, and, as far as he 


13th inst., about 
8.30 a.m., he received half a ham, partly boiled, from 


He then took it to Mr. Baker, J.P., 





He asked the Bench _ 


oe. 
z vaaee see, it tpoked very nice. 


b _to the nature and character of that kind of ham in. salting, 
would one part, and particularly the knuckle, refuse to take 





‘Mr. Wisinecoks With regard 


the salt? Witness: Yes; it is so. 
~ Bench had given the case very serious consideration, and 


_ were perfectly satisfied, from the evidence of Mrs. Hooper 


and their sanitary inspector, that the ham sold to her was 
Be ast for human food, and he might say, as regards his 
experience of the trade, that defendant had every chance of 
knowing whether or not the article he sold was good. 


_ They would take into consideration that it was his first 
__ offence, and fine him £2 and 13s. costs. 


_ Art Clerkenwell, John Thomas Skingley, of New-street, 


Chelmsford, was summoned for selling, on November 26, 


_ four quarters of beef which were unsound and unfit for the 


- food of man. 
_ the Holborn District Board of Works. 


Billing, sanitary officer, seized it. 


Mr. Matthew Hale prosecuted on behalf of 
The quarters were 
parts of an old cow that had died a natural death. While 
the defendant was negotiating the sale of the meat, George 
The defendant drew up 


his van in St. John-street, Smithfield, 200 yards from the 


f _ salesman to whom the meat was Bierce d! Mr. 


Horace 
_ Smith imposed a fine of 45, and aS 38. costs. 


MILK. 


ComPLIMENTING THE DEALERS.—Samuel Neal, of 
_ 88, Old Road, Stockport, was summoned at the Stockport 
~ Borough Police-court for an offence against the Food and 
Drugs Act. Mr. H. D. F. Dobson prosecuted on behalf of 
the Sanitary Committee of the Corporation. Inspector 
Billingham stated that on the day in question he visited the 
defendant’s shop and purchased a pint of milk, which he 
divided into three parts, and told the defendant’s wife a 
sample of the milk would be sent to the public analyst. 
He sent the sample, and the analyst’s certificate showed that 
the milk contained 3°9 per cent. of added water. Mrs. 


' Neal said that she sold the milk just as it was delivered to 


her, and it had not been tampered with in any way. She 
called Robert William Brown, of the Grange Park Milk Co., 
who stated that the milk delivered to her was supplied by 
Mr. John Carter, farmer, of Mottram St. Andrew. He 
caused samples of the milk to be taken from the can at 
Edgeley Station before it was supplied to Mr. Neal, and the 
certificate showed that the mllk was in a worse condition 
than Mr. Billingham’s certificate showed. The magistrates 
agreed that the case was a very complicated one, and im- 
posed a small penalty of 5s. and costs. 

At the conclusion of the case Mr. H. D. F. Dobson, 
the Deputy Town Clerk, said he should like to make a 
statement for the benefit of farmers, milk sellers, and 
dealers, sanitary inspectors, and the public generally. 
During the past two months 86 samples of milk had been 
taken from milkshops, farmhouses, railway stations, in fact 
from all sources through which the town was supplied. All 
‘the samples had been forwarded to the public analyst, and 
only four had been found wrong, and in those four cases 
the default was very slight. In the majority of the remain- 
ing 82 cases the milk was returned marked “ exceptionally 
good.” He thought that, compared with the standard of 
ten years ago, the result showed that the Act had been the 
means of doing a great deal of good. In answer to the 
Magistrates’ Clerk, Mr. Dobson said that the case that had 
just been dealt with was one of the four cases referred to. 

JAMES BoRLAND, dairyman, 158, Main Street, Ruther- 
glen, was charged at Glasgow Sheriff Summary Court— 
before Sheriff Boyd—with having sold to William Weir, 
sanitary inspector of Rutherglen, twopennyworth of sweet 
milk which was deficient in natural fat or cream to the 
extent of 20 per cent., whereby he was liable to a penalty 
not exceeding £20. He pleaded not guilty. 

Inspector Weir and a policeman gave evidence as to the 
purchase. 

For the defence, the boy in charge of the van stated 
that just before the inspector came forward he sold the last of 


the sweet milk on the van, and when the inspector asked 


The Mayor said the | 








him for twopennyworth of sweet milk he gave him a> 
mixture of cream and skim milk. The inspector told him 
that he wanted it out of the barrel, so witness poured back 
the milk and cream and gave him skim milk... Mr. Borland © 
stated that he had been in business for 10 years on his own 
account. The milk sold on the day in question came from ~ 
different farms, and he put it into the barrels for the boy in’ 
the same condition as he had received it. Mr. Borland 
admitted that he had placed skim milk as well as sweet 


milk in the milk-house, to which the boy went for a fresh 


supply. 
The Sheriff found the charge proved, and imposed a 
fine of 43. 


ae Say AGAINST M1p-LoTHIAN DAIRY-KEEPERS. | 
—In the Edinburgh Sheriff Summary Court, on Dec. 23rd, 
Angus Law, Polton-street, Bonnyrigg, pleaded guilty to a 
charge of having, on the 19th November, 1897, sold to 
Robert Lindsay, inspector appointed by the County Council 
of Mid-Lothian, under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, fourpence worth of milk. as sweet milk, which was 
not of the nature of sweet milk, in respect that it contained 
26 per cent. of added water, and that 10 per cent. of fatty 
constituents had been removed. Mr. M‘Master, solicitor, 
who appeared for the accused, said his client had been.a 
dairyman for eleven or twelve years, and during that time 


there had never been a complaint against him. The 
only explanation he could offer was that in 

scouring of the cans some water might have 
been accidentally left. Sheriff Orphoot said that 
that would hardly account for the absence of the 


fatty constituents, and imposed a penalty of £3, with £3 
expenses.—Sheriff Orphoot also heard a complaint at the 
instance of the inspector appointed by the County Council 
of Mid-Lothian, under the same Act, to the effect that 
Robert Alexander, dairyman, 13, Polton-street, Bonnyrigg, 
had, on November 1g, sold a quantity of milk as sweet 
milk, but which was not of the substance and quality of’ 
sweet milk, in respect that it contained g per cent. of added 
water. The respondent pleaded not guilty, and the evidence 
of the inspector, his assistant, and Dr. Hunter, analyst for 
the county, was given in support of the complaint. Dr. 
Drinkwater was called for the defence, but said he was not ' 
prepared to deny that g per cent. of water had been added 
to the sample which he had analysed. The respondent, 
who was put in the box, denied having added the water, and 
explained that about the time in question his cows were 
getting oat straw for fodder, his hay having rfin short. The 
Sheriff imposed a penalty of £1 1s., with £3 expenses. 


At Shrewsbury, on December ‘24th, Robert Thomas, 
milk seller, Cross Hill, was charged with selling milk which 
was adulterated with 20 per cent. of water, on November 
t2th. A boy named Philip Wallader, Longden Coleham, 
said on the date in question he asked defendant for a pint 
and a-half of new milk in St.,Michael’s Street, and was just 
served when Inspector Croxton (Weights and Measures 
Department) came and took possession of the milk. 
Inspector Croxton gave evidence as to sending the previous 
witness to buy the milk, and also as to the quality of the 
milk. He added that it was a very bad case. Defendant 
said he bought the milk of someone else, and did not know 
it was adulterated. The Chairman said it was defendant’s 
own fault that he did not give the name of the man from 
whom he bought the milk, so that the case could be looked 
into. The public must be protected, and defendant would 
be fined £3 and costs or one month’s hard labour. He was 
allowed a week to pay. 


At North London Police-court Mr. A. L. Bridge, on 
behalf of the Middlesex County Council, prosecuted two milk 
vendors for selling separated milk which was found to be 
34 per cent. deficient in normal quality. These were John 
Rohey, of Shacklewell Lane, and ‘Thomas Enderby, of Lee 
Street, Limehouse. A solicitor who defended (and whose 
name did not transpire) submitted that the milk was sold 
as separated, and at a corresponding price; but Mr. Mead 
held that the milk sold to the poor, and on which many 
chileren depended, should be of better quality than this. 





the > . 
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ae milk. which contained 16 per cent. of added water. 


aor 
By 


s. 


. He fined Enderby t, : nnd: 12s. hee nco id wllowed 
Mr. Bridge to withdraw the other summons (against: the 
> _ man) on payment of 2s., costs of the summons. 
Ellen Worts, of Boleyn-road, Mildmay-road, was sum- 
Siabacd by the Islington Vestry (for whom Mr. A. M. 
_ Bramall, solicitor, appeared) f for selling to Inspector Metcalf 


The 
defendant said she sold the milk as it was supplied to her. 
She only charged 3d. a quart for it, and got little or no 
profit from it. 


other articles. She declared that she did not tamper with 


the milk, and the people who supplied her said they also 
_ supplied it pure as they got it. 
Ls of 20s. and 2s. costs. 4 


Mr. Mead inflicted a fine 


At Liverpool several summonses were heard against 


milkdealers for contravening the Food and Drugs Act. 
_ George Massey, 3, Coniston Street, for selling milk to which 
water had been added, was fined ros. and costs, and Peter 
- Kinsella, 27, 
_ Brownlow Hill, were each fined ros. and costs for similar 


Clement Street, and Albert Clyne, 96, 


offences. 


DRUGS. 


_ Ar Westminster, the Chemists Co-operative Society, 
Limited, of Marsham Street, Westminster, were summoned 
by the local authority for selling sweet spirit of nitre not of 

the nature and quality demanded. The defendant company 


- was represented by a gentleman who pleaded guilty. Mr. 


Gates, solicitor to the Vestry, said an inspector purchased 
at the defendants’ premises some spirit of nitre, which on 


analysis was found to be deficient to the extent of one-sixth 


of the proportion of nitrous ether required by the standard. 
Mr. Gates added that this was a serious matter, as people 


_- were in the habit of going to the Society’s premises and 


getting prescriptions made up. At the same time he did 
not suggest adulteration ; the spirit had been kept in stock 
for too long a time. It was more a case of neglect of atten- 
tion. Mr. Sheil: And evaporation. His worship imposed 


a penalty of 20s. with 12s. 6d. costs. 


HERB BEER. 


At Heywood, on December 22, Mary Horrocks and 
_ Arthur Heyworth, small shopkeepers, were charged by the 
Excise authorities with selling herb beer which contained 
three and four cent. of alcohol without a licence. It was 


stated that the beverage had commanded a large sale. 
- Defendants were fined ros. and costs. 


At Liverpool Police-court, for selling yeast which con- 


tained 7 per cent. of potato starch, Annie Stephens, 45, 


Paddington, was fined ros. and costs, 


SWANSEA SAGO PROSECUTION. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL. 


THE Swansea Grocers’ Association have applied to the 
magistrates for a case to be stated for the High Court in 
regard to a recent conviction for an alleged breach of the 
Food and Drugs Act in supplying tapioca when sago was 
asked for. The application was granted. 


ARTIFICIAL OYSTERS. 


THE municipal authorities of Paris are just now engaged 
in the suppression of an altogether novel form of food adult- 
eration, which is assuming phenomenal proportions, says the 
New York Tribune (Sez. Am.). Real oysters are expensive 
in Paris, and so, with the object of suiting slender purses, 
artificial oysters on the half shell have been invented, which 
are sold at twenty cents a dozen, and they are so cleverly 


“Tt was an inducement to the people to buy © 





vinegar has been added, they cannot be distinguished from 


‘the real article, especially when white wine is taken in con- — 
nection therewith. The only genuine thing about these © 


oysters is the shell, the manufacturers buying second-hand 


shells at a small cost, and fastening the spurious oyster in 
place with a tasteless paste.. 


The municipal laboratory _ has. 
not yet proclaimed the ingredients of which these bogus 


oysters are composed, but has announced that they are of 


i 


a harmsah character. 





EXTRAORDINARY MINERAL-WATER ACTION. 
KAOLA OR CARBOLIC? 


In the Queens Bench Division, on December oth, , 


Joseph Heaps, a lad, residing with his parents at Berkeley 
Street, John’s Gate, ‘Clerkenwell, sued Messrs. White and 
Sons, manufacturers of mineral waters and beverages, to 
recover damages for personal injuries alleged to have been 
sustained through the negligence of the defendants’ servants. 
Dr. Rentoul, Q.C., and Mr. Raymond appeared for plaintiff, 
while Mr. Cock, Q. C., and Mr. C. C. Scott represented the 
defendants. 
with his parents, who kept a general shop, and sold, 


amongst other things, drinks made by the defendants. 








He asked his 
she gave him a_ bottle which, plaintiff said, she 
took out of the defendants’ case. After he had had 
a good drink out of the bottle he felt a burning sensation 
in his mouth and throat. He was taken to St. Bartholo- 
mew’s Hospital, where he was detained. The contents of 
the bottle were analysed and found to contain a large pro- 
portion of carbolic acid. Defendants denied that they 
were responsible for the acid being in the bottle. They 
said that the bottle must have been returned to the plaintiff’s 
parents by a customer who had put the liquid in it. They 
further said that last year they sent out of their works about 
135,000,000 bottles, of which about 17,000,000 contained 
Kaola, and plaintiff's parents were the only persons who 
had made any complaint. His Lordship held that the 
plaintiff had not made out his case, and gave judgment for 
the defendants, who did not ask for costs. 


mother for 


EXTRA ADULTERATION IN LANCASHIRE. 


THE Parliamentary Committee of the Royal Lancashire 
Agricultural Society state that their inspector, Mr. 
Parkinson, in his work has met with many difficulties in the 
form of technical objections and the sellers producing a 
warranty from the wholesale house that the article found 
adulterated was sold as pure; and in some instances it was 
not thought advisable to proceed further, in consequence of 
the goods having passed through the hands of several 
parties, each in turn producing their warranty from the 
seller. The following table shows the number of samples 
taken for analysis by the society’s inspector from October 31, 
1896, to October 31, 1897 :— 


ee No. of ae Warranty 

articulars samples Convictions Cases cases not 

of samples. pare obtained. dismissed. proceeded 
with. 

Butters) .6. 

Margarine i 217 735 7 4 

Cheeses es, 14 —. — ies 


The committee also reported that they had considered 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill brought in by the Govern- 
ment at the end of last Session. The Select Committee 
recommended that the artificial colouring of margarine to 
imitate butter be prohibited. This, together with the 
inspection of food products, &c., at ports of landing, and 
the appointment of Government inspectors, they (the 
society’s committee) considered the three most vital neces 
sities. Systematic adulteration had now become a science- 
and, if it was to be stopped, it was necessary in the interest, 


. 


In November last year the plaintiff resided _ 


a drink of Kaola, and _ 


anes nae look so nice and fresh, , that, once Jemon juice ae " 
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e taken. The report continues: Your parliamentary 
ommittee wish to draw particular attention to the fact 












i _ producers or consumers, it is equally valueless in the 
eyes of the distributing trade, who wish to be protected 
against unfair, dishonest competition. Much, no doubt, 
_ will depend on the representations made during the 
recess, and it is to be hoped that all interested producers, 


‘condemned. Whilst doing next to nothing to protect 





__ by this Bill to take such action as will ensure the question 
being thoroughly and adequately dealt with. The Com- 
mittee propose to co-operate with societies in any steps that 
may be decided on, and suggest that they be authorised to 
_ take such steps as they think necessary to. promote the 
__ objects in view. Your committee recommend, in view of 
the promised legislation, that they may be allowed to con- 
___ tinue the work for another year, and ask that a sum not ex- 
_ ceeding £200 be granted for this purpose. The council of 
__ the Society asked, in view of the promised legislation at an 
early date in the matter of food and drugs adulteration, for 
authority to take such steps as they thought best to urge 
upon Government the utter inadequacy of the Bill brought 
in at the end of last Session, and the absolute necessity of 
_ passing an Act of Parliament in accordance with the recom- 
_ mendations of the Select Committee of the House of 
a - Commons on this subject. The reports were adopted. 
Biesae 
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A COUNTY LABORATORY FOR CHESHIRE. 


At the monthly meeting of the Stalybridge Sanitary 
Committee a letter was read, enclosing a copy of a memorial 
from the District Council of Runcorn to the County Council 

of Chester, requesting that a county laboratory be estab- 
lished for the chemical and bacteriological examination 
‘of water, milk, &c., with a view to the prevention of 
infectious diseases, and it was resolved that this Council 
approve of the suggested scheme referred to, and that a 

_ copy of the resolution be forwarded to the County Council 
in support of the memorial. 
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DANISH BUTTER SWINDLES 


AT Wigan, on December 17th, the Danish Dairy Com- 
pany was fined £20 and costs for selling adulterated butter 
at Hindley. A woman employed by the police purchased 
a pound of butter, which on analysis was found to contain 
Io per cent. of water and 55 per cent. of fats other than 
butter. It was stated that the same company in 1895 was 
fined £10 and costs in this court for a similar offence. 


SEIDLITZ POWDERS. 


At Ingleton Petty Sessions, James Jackson, grocer, of 
_Bentham, was charged by Arthur Randerson, Inspector 
under Food and Drugs Act, with selling seidlitz powders, 
the same not being what is required by law. Mr. G. S. 
Tatham appeared for defendant, and pleaded guilty to a 
technical offence. | Randerson said he visited defendant’s 
shop on October 2nd and purchased one dozen seidlitz 
powders. At defendant’s request ie divided them into 
three parts, one he sent to the analyst, one he left with 
defendant, and one he retained. He received the analyst’s 
report produced, which showed that the blue papers con- 
tained a material excess of bicarbonate of sodium, and a 
deficiency of the more expensive ingredient tartarated soda. 
There was also a deficiency in weight of tartaric acid in 
some of the white papers. Mr. Tatham, for the defendant, 
admitted they were wrong, but said that his client had no 
idea that they were so, as he bought them from wholesale 
dealers. He had not sold more than two or three dozen, 
and he hoped they would inflict as light a penalty as pos- 
sible. Fined 2s. 6d. and £1 14s. 11d. costs. 
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the whole. community that most stringent measures | 


that it is not only by agriculturists that this Bill is | 


~. consumers, &c., and the distributing trade will be aroused 
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HOW DAIRYMEN ARE VICTIMISED. | 


miller, of Islip, Oxon, was charged with supplying — 
adulterated milk to the Farmers and Cleveland Dairy 
Company, on November zoth. 

Mr. W. G. Rushworth, Inspector under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, said that the defendant was a miller 


‘ 






entered into a contract to supply the whole of his dairy to’ 
the Farmers and Cleveland Dairy Company, to be delivered 

either at Euston or Watford. The milk was warranted to 
be pure, unadulterated, and with all the cream on. Owing to — 









It was sent to the public analyst, A. Elkins, St. Albans, 
and it was found to be adulterated. 


Watford station on November 29. | These were submitted 
to the public analyst, and one was found to be adulterated © 


He next paid a visit to the defendant’s farm in Oxfordshire 
and took a sample from the milk as it came from the cows. 
This was 49 per cent. better than the quality supplied at 
Watford station. 

The defendant said that he left the milk to his man 
and knew nothing about it. He had been in business ten 
years and had never had any complaints. He was away at 
_market several days a week. 

Frederick King, the defendant’s milkman, said that on— 
the day in question he sent the milk off by train. 
never lost sight of it from the time he took it from the 
cows to the time it entered the train. 


station three-quarters of an hour, and he had no means of 
proving whether or not it had been tampered with on 
the way. 

The witness King, in reply to Mr. Rushworth, said that 
he did not hear the latter ask Mr. Jones whether he some- 
times sent the milk off. Mr. Jones never had anything to 
do with the milk. 

Mr. Henry Davis, the Watford manager of Farmers and 
Cleveland’s Dairies Company, said that he went with the 
inspector to Islip. During the conversation that passed 
between Mr. Jones and Mr. Rushworth, Mr. Jones said that 
he thought he was allowed to put so much water in the 
milk, but he did not know the exact amount that was 
allowed. Mr. Rushworth told him that he ought to supply 
it pure always. What the witness King had said was untrue. 
King was present and heard all Mr. Jones said. With 
regard to the milk he had received at Watford, he might 
state that the week prior to December rst, the date when. 
they went to Islip, he received 280 gallons of milk from the 
defendant, and it was of very poor quality ; but the week 
after that’ date he only received 243 gallons 4 pints, and 
it was of very good quality. The milk had been satisfactory 
ever since. He hada patentlapparatus for testing the quality 
of the milk, by which means he had found out the 
difference in the quality supplied before and after the date 
mentioned. 

The Chairman: This is a very bad case. The Bench 
are perfectly satisfied that this milk was sent off with water 
added, and the evidence to my mind was quite conclusive. 
It showed that up to November 29th the milk was bad, but 
there was a shorter quantity after November zgth, and the 
quality was good. Is it to be supposed for one moment that 
it had been tampered with by the railway employees ? for 
that is the suggestion. It is most painful to see the way in 
which people come here and commit perjury in the coolest 
manner possible. We have here it so constantly that some day 
we shall have to order a prosecution. We have the evidence 
of Mr. Rushworth and a witness to confirm his statement. 
The witness King says he saw the milk delivered at the 
railway station, and then we have the suggestion that it 
must have been tampered with at Bletchley. Is it to be 
supposed that the persons who were in the habit of taking 
it out would substitute an exact quantity of water? Then 





He was then re- 
quested to take samples, which he did, from the churns at. . 


with 7 per cent. of added water, and another 12 per cent. — 
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complaints received from the company’s customers, the | “a 
managing director had several samples taken on delivery. 
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_. was it to be supposed that that person should know the ~ 
_ particular day on which to hold his hand? He was not 
supposed to know what was going on between the parties. It 
is patent to us that there was no tampering with the milk 
_ cans between the delivery by the defendant’s man and 


its arrival here. We have heard too of the conversa- 


tion in which the defendant seemed to have thought that 


he had a right to put in water. The majority of the Bench 
are determined that the fine shall be 45 in each case, with 
A large minority of the Bench would have 
doubled it. The injury to the Cleveland Company, it 
stands to reason, is very great, and they have still their 
civil remedy for it. Besides, it may fall upon smaller 
dealers ; the retailers purchase it from this company, who 
are supplied by the defendant. The consequence is that 


it entails an injustice upon everybody who deals with the 


milk after it leaves the dairy. You will have to pay 
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UNSEASONABLE SALMON. 


At Manchester, before Mr. Headlam (Stipendiary Magis- 
trate) and Mr. C. Rowley, John Whitehead, wholesale fish 
dealer, was summoned for having in his possession at 
Manchester, on September 22nd, an unseasonable salmon. 
Mr. C. O. Humphreys, solicitor to the Fishmongers’ Com- 
pany, London, appeared for the prosecution ; the defendant, 
who pleaded guilty to having the fish in his possession, was 
not represented by counsel. Mr. Humphreys said it was his 
duty to bring this case before the court, inasmuch as it 
had come to the knowledge of some of the officers of the 
Fishmongers’ Company that Mr. Whitehead was trafficking 
in salmon during the close season. A watch was kept at 
the railway station, and on September 22nd a rather 
suspicious-looking box was seen lying there. It was re- 
moved by the defendant’s clerk to the market, and placed 
under the defendant’s stall. There it was opened, and the 
representative of the Fishmongers’ Company, who had 
been watching the proceedings, saw that it contained a 
salmon. If people in the defendant’s position received 
salmon in this way during the close season it, of course, 
put a premium upon poaching. The salmon in this case 
came from Bowness-on-Solway along with a quantity of 
sparling. It was only fair to the defendant to say that 
since this salmon was seized other salmon had been 
tendered to him, but he had refused to accept them and 
had given information to the company. 

Defendant, replying to the Bench, said that he was a 
member of the Lancashire Sea Fisheries Board, and he had 
not been aware that this salmon had been consigned to him. 
Had he been so, he should at once have given it up to the 
market inspector, as he was determined not to sell the fish 
whilst it was out of season. The person who sent the 
salmon never wrote to say that he was sending it, and there- 
fore he (defendant) considered he had fallen into a trap, 
though perfectly innocent of any intention to break the 
law. 

John Holmes, fisherman, Bowness-on-Solway, admitted 
consigning the salmon in question to the defendant, with- 
out, however, writing to tell him that he had done so. He 
never did write in such circumstances. 

Mr. Humphreys: That is just our point. 

Holmes, continuing, said this was the first salmon he 
had ever sent. Cross-examined by Mr. Humphreys, he said 
he had heard they were selling salmon in Manchester, and 
having found this one on the sands he thought he would 
send it on. He denied that he was a poacher, though he 
admitted one conviction for the offence of poaching. Since 
that occasion he had put his foot on the game. 

Before giving their decision in this case, the magistrates 
proceeded to hear a summons against Holmes for consign- 
ing to Manchester by the Caledonian Railway, on 
September 21st, a package containing salmon without the 
word “salmon” being conspicuously printed or branded 
on the side of the package. A second summons charged 

















on the same mee : 


Mr. Humphreys Witoraied3 the court that” this was thes 


salmon consigned to Mr. Whitehead, at Manchester, and 


.which formed the sbbject of the charge against the first- 


named defendant. The box in which it was contained 


was simply marked “ fish,” so that there was also an offence _ 


against the railway company, salmon being charged at a 
higher rate of carriage than ordinary coarse fish. The 


costs in this case were very heavy, and would not be less 


than 215: 

_ The defendant pleaded guilty, and was fined £5 and 
costs for being in possession of unseasonable salmon, and 
#1 and costs for consigning the fish in an unmarked 
package to Manchester, together with 45 extra costs. 

Whitehead was fined £ 5 and one and £5 extra 
costs. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
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VISITORS AT CANNES POISONED BY VEGE- 


TABLES GROWN ON OLD BOOS FIELDS. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION. 


Sir,—It is not as well known as it should be that there 
were and are numerous tobacco plantations in the environs 
of Antibes, near Cannes, and that some of these same 
fields are now used to grow vegetables, which are sent in 
large quantities to the Cannes market. 

There are in consequence continual cases here of a form 
of nicotine poisoning which, although generally not very 
dangerous, are most painful and unpleasant. 

The symptoms are unmistakable, but it is quite pro- 
bable that a medical man sent for in Cannes to attend such 
a case would, if the patient was a winter visitor, feel disposed 
to attribute his or her indisposition to some other cause, 
either, as is probable, from complete ignorance that poisoned 
vegetables were sold here, or because, in the event of his 
having any suspicions as to the real cause of the illness, he 
would naturally not desire to frighten people out of Cannes 
nor yet wish to prevent them eating vegetables during their 
stay here. 


The authorities seem helpless, but perhaps once the 


attention of the foreign element, which alone makes the 
prosperity of the Riviera, is called to this state of things, 
the market inspectors may be induced to see to the 
matter. 

Among the cases of nicotine poisoning from vegetables 
which have occurred here lately, four were in my own 
family. A medical man was in attendance, and found that 
the sufferers had all partaken of the same dish of veyetables, 
and that the only persons in the house who had experienced 
none of the symptoms were those who had not eaten from 
it. I may add that the vegetables grown at Antibes under 
the circumstances I have narrated are exceptionally fine, 
doubtless rendered so by the fertility of the tobacco- 
poisoned soil, which in consequence is singularly free from 
insects of all kinds, in which they have been cultivated. 

Cannes is essentially a health resort, and offers few of 
the amusements of the other stations on the Riviera, such 
as Nice, Monte Carlo, etc., and of the chief ones, bicycling 
and driving, we are, I understand, shortly to be in a 
measure deprived, as an electric tramline has recently been 
voted, and will run between Cannes and Antibes, along the 
high road skirting the sea, the railway being on the other 
side. As, added to all this, the necessaries of life are far 
dearer here than in the above named places, one has, I 
think, at least the right to expect that ordinary precautions 
should be taken to insure the public against running such 
terrible risks as being poisoned blindfold, and in a manner 
that none except those behind the scenes could ever dream 
of, An OLD SUBSCRIBER.” 

Cannes, December 12th, 1897. 
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THE EVILS OF TEA-DRINKING. 


___In'these days of tea-worship, says Jour. Am. Med. Assn., 
it is well to call attention occasionally to the deleterious 
effects of the excessive use of this beverage. In their ardent 
advocacy of the “cup that cheers but not inebriates,” the 
_ apostles of temperance are too prone to forget that there are 
other intemperances than alcoholic ones, and of these none 
1s more vicious than the pet vice of refined and polite 
society, tea-debauchery. 
In former years the tea-drinkers were usually to be found 
among nervous old persons. ‘The association of the fidgety 
old maid and her cup of tea is proverbial. In the present 
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day the temptation of tea-tippling is persistently offered to us 
from childhood, and nearly every one is more or less addicted | 
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to its use. The fashionable afternoon tea has done much to . 


extend and perpetuate the vice. Otherwise sensible and 


- temperate men and women will actually indulge in tea- 


debauchery to the extent of as much asa dozen cups during 


the social duties of a single afternoon. Such excess is not | 


generally the result of wilfulness or pernicious desire, but is 
due to the innocence of the baneful results of the practice, 


and is thus capable of correction by a campaign of 


education. 
The manner in which the tea-habit has increased is 
alarming ; it is fast becoming universal. It almost seems 


that soon only those already addicted to some other form © | 


of intemperance will form the abstemious class. Tea is 
drunk at all hours, with food and without, and is taken hot 


and cold. There is some excuse for the popularity of the _ 


hot infusion. In common with other hot beverages it 
is very acceptable as a stomachic and general stimulant, 
but it is the heat and not the infusion that stimulates. A 
cup of hot bouillon will always prove as agreeable, and more 
nourishing and stimulating. No excuse can be found for 
the senseless habit of drinking the usually harmful iced tea. 
It is simply an expression of the natural pernicious habit ; 
unsatisfied with the excess in its ordinary form, some new 
means, without reason or advantage, are devised for its more 
elaborate practice. In warm weather many other cold bev- 
erages are better. Unless excessively sweetened, lemonade, 
orangeade, etc., are vastly more palatable and certainly 
harmless. Another folly of the tea-drinker is dilution of the 
infusion with milk, and further perversion with sugar. The 
ill effects of tea-drir.king are sufficiently plenteous without 
the addition of the large amount of sugar taken daily, cup 
by cup, by a tea devotee, in itself quite sufficient to cause 
obstinate gastric derangements and their manifold compli- 
cations. 

Tea leaves contain from 2 to 4 per cent. of an active 
principle variously called thein, caffein, and guaranin, a 
volatile oil giving odour and flavour, and. tannin or 
tannic acid in the proportion of about 15 percent. The 
alkaloid is found in combination with the tannic acid. 
Fortunately, since the establishment of rigid tea inspection, 
metallic adulterants, such as lead, formerly used to colour 
black tea, need not be considered. Ordinary tea-drinkers 
simply infuse the leaves with hot water for a short time and 
in this manner the alkaloid and the aromatic elements are 
extracted without any undue proportion of tannin. In 
many households, however, tea is allowed to stand in the 
pot, either on the table or on the stove, or is actually 
boiled ; in such a case a large proportion of the harmful 
tannin is taken up by the infusion. The least injurious 
beverage is that prepared by infusing the leaves with boiling 
water for a very short time and immediately pouring the 
prepared infusion away from the leaves and sediment. 

The deleterious effects of tea are due to the alkaloids, 
which when taken in constant or excessive doses produce 
insomnia, restlessness, mental depression, and general ner- 
vous derangement. Occasional small doses act as cerebral 
stimulants ; poisonous doses may produce great prostration 
and death. However, the greatest injury of tea-drinking is 
due to the astringent action of the tannin ingested ; what 
may be called a tanning of the sensitive mucous membrane 
and its contained glands along the whole gastro-intestinal 
tract is gradually effected. This leads to a loss of sensi- 
bility to food stimuli, imperfect secretion of the digestive 
elements and insufficiency of intestinal movements, result- 
ing at first in flatulence and chronic constipation, and ulti- 
mately in obstinate indigestion and its associate and conse- 
quent evils. It is true that occasionally a cup of hot tea 
does stimulate digestion, but it is the heat that stimulates 
and not the alkaloid. 

‘Excessive coffee—drinking is also an obnoxious habit, 
although in a less degree than tea-drinking. Dyspepsia, 
insomnia, cardiac derangements,,and other ills are laid 
at its door. On account of the identity of their alka- 
loids there has been a general disposition to consider 
tea and coffee the same in their physiologic effect. This 
idea is erroneous, as the alkaloids are not the only con- 
stituents of these substances. Exclusive of its alkaloids, 


_ carminative, deodorant, and mildly laxative. 
‘such auxiliary effect on the digestion, and in constant and 


‘dinner cup, with 
constipated dyspeptic whose “eye opener” and “night 


coffee contains aromatic and other agents which render it a. 
_ stimulant to the whole digestive tract—sialogogic, stomachic, 


Tea has no 


excessive quantities impedes and destroys it. In addition 


_ coffee has been proven to be a more prompt and efficacious 


nerve restorant. 

While protesting against the pernicious use of either 
substance as a daily beverage, from a medical standpoint, 
our preference is emphatically for coffee. Contrast the 
vigorous, refreshing odour and flavour of a good cup of 
coffee with the delicate fragrance and insipid taste of even 
a high grade tea. Contrast the clear complexion and 
general physical aspect of the individual whose morning 
meal is a bowl of diluted coffee and who takes his after- 
the nervous, emaciated, habitually 


cap ” is tea, and all reason for argument as to our preference 
ends. 


PRACTICAL HINTS ON FLOUR. 


THERE is. a general and widespread misconception 
amongst the public as to the food value of wheaten flour. 
Food reformers, so called, try to persuade us that we must 


eat the entire berry, or all its constituents, to obtain the ~ 


best results, and are apparently quite oblivious of the fact 
that wheat differs in any degree according to its environ- 
ments as a growing plant. Ultra patriots endeavour to 
persuade us that everything produced in England must be, 
and is, superior to anything imported from other countries. 
Faddists assure us that home-grown wheat makes a far more 
substantial food than any foreign wheat, using this as an 
argument to prejudice the British public in favour of their 
pet schemes for the regeneration of our country. 

The sentiment of patriotism and the exaltation of the 
virtures of one’s country may be altogether commendable, 
but business knows no sentiment, and necessity no law. 
Any food is valuable in proportion to the presence of the 
necessary qualifying constituents, and as all wheat is com- 
posed practically of starch and albumenoids, food value 
depends upon the proportion and condition of either of 
these essentials, no matter in what country the wheat may be 
grown. It is possible to grow wheat within the tropics, and 
even at the equator, if a tableland of sufficient altitude to 
temper the climate can be found. Broad distinctions, how- 
ever, are to be drawn between what are known as conti- 
nental and maritime climates—elevated plains in the one 
case, like the prairies of America and the plains of Russia, 
and coastline in the other. From the former we get wheat 
with a sound constitution, and a preponderance of rich 
albumenoids. All its characteristics are of the highest 
order; and while it will make a sound, substantial food, 
sustaining in character, it will also make a perfect loaf. 
Indeed, we have here an excellent guide as to the food 
value of wheat. Flour that will work soundly in the dough, 
absorbing a maximum of water, will maintain its nature and 
quality in all stages of the baking process, and result in a 
sound, well-piled loaf, is an ideal loaf, because these 
qualities indicate the presence of valuable food properties 
in a sound condition. The conditions necessary to pro- 
duce this ideal flour and bread are, first of all, good soil, 
then the correct climate, which is a cold winter and a hot 
dry summer. It may be said that the winter has nothing 
to do with it, as the wheat is not sown until late in the 
spring. But this isa mistake. The same wheat grown in 
an equally hot summer climate, but with a mild winter, 
would quickly deteriorate, no matter what the soil 
may be. These ideal conditions are found, as before 
mentioned, on the prairies or upland plains of America, and 
the similar plains of Russia. 

Going nearer to the sea and nearer the sea-level, we get 
wheat similar in appearance but different in quality. The 
properties of albumenoids are somewhat similar to the fore- 
going, but as the climate is moister, the wheat is damper 
and softer. Consequently the constituents are not so sound 
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or valuable, and the food value is therefore less. Avery 


good illustration of this difference in quality between coast. _ 
and inland wheat is seen in the case of Manitoba or © 


“4 


Northern on the one hand, and ‘‘ Canadian” on the other. 


Substitute flour for wheat, and we have in the one case an | 


article of surpassing excellence, and in the other, poor, soft, 
characterless stuff, no better than English grown. 
difference is through climate or topography, and not of 


latitude.. The one makes first-class bread and food; the — 


If we go further afield—say, to the Pacific coast of 
America, to India, Australia, or New Zealand—we get wheat 


other makes neither. ‘ 


or flour of a totally different quality to any of the foregoing. 


All this 


Here, in every case, the winters are mild, consequently we 


get wheat and flour with a preponderance of starch. Take 
Californian and Oregon, or even Chilian ; none of them will 


make a decent loaf, because the necessary elements, the _ 


albumenoids, are lacking. Starch alone is a poor, unsub- 
stantial food, corresponding, as it does, to the fat of meat, 


while the albumenoids take the place of the lean—the real ~ 


muscle and tissue formers. Nearly all the Pacific wheat is 
white, and all the white wheat grown in those climates is 
weak, poor food. a 

Coming back to English wheat as an article of food, its 


value lies somewhere. between the extremes of good and bad 


found in the foregoing examples. Perhaps it approaches 
nearest to “Canadian” or New Zealand. Although not 
deficient in albumenoids, the presence of moisture tends to 
soften and dilute them, thus in a great measure destroying 
their value. Indeed, this is the great defect in all wheat 
grown in damp climates. The gluten is saturated, and is 
made to appear better, and in larger proportion than it really 


-is. This being the case, when doughing takes place, it has 


not the capacity for absorbing any quantity of water, and 


the gluten is not tough enough to retain the fermentative ~ 


gases, consequently there is a poor loaf, a poor bread yield, 
and also a poor food. This soft gluten may, in some 
seasons, when the ripening process has been defective, prove 
not only unreliable, but also a positive nuisance to the 
baker, even destroying his batch by its peculiarly injurious 
action. pies 

The object of this short article is not so much to describe 
and compare the food value of every kind of wheat, but 
rather to indicate the line which the thoughtful baker should 
take as a means of forming correct general conclusions on 
the quality and value of the flour offered to him from the 
various parts of the world. Asa rule he is not concerned 
very much about the food value of his bread, neither is his 
customer ; but it must bring a certain amount of satisfaction 
to know that when asked for bread he is not supplying a 
stone, but real vitalising bread—the staff of life.—Baker 
and Confectioner. ) 


THE DEADLY EFFECTS OF WATER GAS. 


A SHOCKING occurrence, involving the deaths of two 
men, is reported from Coventry. On Christmas Day two 
workmen were sent by Messrs Dowson, of Basingstoke, gas 
engineers, to stop a leak in the gasometer at the Coventry 
Cross Cycle Company’s works. The factory was closed on 
Christmas Day, and the men had practically the place to 
themselves. They were spoken to during the day by an 
employee of the firm, who subsequently left. What hap- 
pened afterwards has yet to be cleared up. At nine o’clock 
on Sunday night a workman, going into the factory, 
found the men senseless in the gasometer, which was 
charged with water gas. A doctor was called in, and he 
certified that they had been dead for some time. It is 
stated that the men were not expected to go inside the 
gasometer, their work being confined to the outside. One 
of them was found erect, holding a rung of a ladder with 
one hand, and resting his other hand on the shoulder of his 
comrade as if attempting to rescue him. 
without smell, the men would not be aware of their danger 
until it was too late. 


As the gas is 7 
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WINE FROM LEAVES. 


A FRENCH druggist has conceived the idea that the 
flavour of the fruits of shrubs and trees is generated in the 


__ flowers of these plants, and passes from them into the fruits. 
The fragrance which the leaves of the black currant bush 


give off, especially after a little rubbing, and which is so 
very similar to the taste of the berry, has led the man to 
adopt this opinion. 

He goes further, and says that the pleasant taste of the 


_ apple, pear, or grape is prepared in the leaves of the re- 


spective plants, although he admits that it is hardly notice- 
able with these, and by far not in the same degree as with 
the black currant. But this does not discourage the in- 
or. He sees glycoside, which he proposes to decom- 
pose in sugar, or a moré or less aromatic principle. 

The respective leaves are to be crushed and a ferment- 
ing agent, such as yeast, is added to them, whereupon the 
odourless and tasteless glycoside decomposes, and the 
chemical principle becomes free which is to impart to the 
fruit proper its aroma and pleasant taste. What was for- 


merly sought to be accomplished with apples, pears, 


grapes, etc., is now done in a simpler manner with the 
leaves of these plants in the fermenting vat. Jacquemin, 
for this is the name of the inventor, places, e.g., apple tree 
leaves in water containing 15 per cent. of sugar; then he 


adds the yeast. 


During the process of fermentation there is an odour of 
apples, and when the fermentation is finished and the yeast 
has settled, a straw yellow liquid is obtained which 
possesses the fine “ bouquet” of the fruit of the respective 
trees from which the leaves were taken. With vine leaves 
the results are still more prolific. A beverage tasting and 
smelling strongly of wine is obtained, and finally brandy 
may be distilled from it which is similar to the best cognac. 
—Liguor Trades Review. 


~ IMITATION WORCESTER SAUCE. 


“The time is coming,” says Zhe Glove, ‘when we shall 
have to examine the labels of our sauce-bottles as carefully 
as those of our wine. A German at Meiningen is adver- 
tising for the recipe of ‘genuine Worcestershire sauce.’ 
Now, Germany is the generous country which sends us 
‘genuine eau de Cologne’ in large bottles for 2d., as may 
be seen in Mr. Chamberlain’s museum of Yankee notions 
and German shoddy ; and when the patriotic British grocer 
offers us Worcestershire sauce at three-halfpence a quart, 
we may begin to smell a German rat. Perhaps when the 
bottle is uncorked we might do so in reality, for dead rats 
would be as cheap an ingredient as any other.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


Ar Horsham Petty Sessions, on December 29th, David 
Yarrow, landlord of the ‘‘ King’s Head,” Billingshurst, was 


summoned for selling diluted whiskey on December rst. 


P.C. Boys went to the defendant’s house, and purchased 
half-a-pint of Scotch whiskey, part of which was sent to the 
public analyst. Superintendent Byrne produced the result 
of the analysis, showing that the whiskey was 28°3 under 
proof, being three degrees under that allowed by the Act. 
Defendant was fined £1 and rts. costs. 

AT Steyning Petty Sessions, on December 29th, George 
N. Prideaux, of the “Three Horse Shoes,” Lancing, was 
summoned for selling adulterated whiskey. He pleaded 
guilty. P.C. Scutt said on December 3rd he visited the 
“Three Horse Shoes” and purchased one quartern of 


whiskey, for which he paid 8d. He called in Sergeant 
_ Goldring, and handed him the sample. 


deposed to dividing the whiskey into three parts and sealing 
it. Superintendent W. Hooker stated that he sent one por- 
tion of the whiskey to the public analyst, who certified that 


_it was 27°4 degrees under proof, whereas it should not be 


more than 25 degrees under proof. Defendant said he had 
been tenant of the house for about twenty years, and there 
had never been an offence against him before. Superin- 
tendent Hooker said he had no complaint whatever to make 
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] as to the character of the house, and defendant was fined 


Sergeant Goldring | 
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At and 14s. costs.—George Ladds, of the “Royal 
Sovereign,” New Shoreham, was also summoned for selling 
adulterated whiskey. He pleaded not guilty. P.C. Scutt _ 
deposed to purchasing the whiskey and handing it over to 
Sergeant Goldring, who divided it into three parts 
and sealed it. Superintendent Hooker produced the cer- 
tificate of the public analyst. Defendant said he did not 
“ break ” the whiskey himself, but bought it believing it to 
be genuine. Superintendent Hooker said defendant had 
only been in the house five months, but during that time 
had conducted it properly. Fined £2 and 14s. costs. 

At Gainsborough, on December 28th, Sarah Ann Toyne 
was charged with selling gin which was 45 degrees under 
proof. Superintendent Edgley said that on November 27th 
he visited the defendant’s house and purchased one pint of 
gin. He took the usual course of proceedings. On 
December 18th he received a certificate which showed that — 
there were 55 degrees of gin and 45 degrees of water, which 
is 10 degrees more than allowed by law. Fined £1 and 
4s. 6d. costs. 

At Glastonbury, John Haimes, landlord of the ‘ Bell 
Inn,” was summoned by Mr. Bisgood, D.C.C., under the 
Food and Drugs Act, for selling gin otherwise than of the 
nature and substance of the quality demanded. Defendant 
admitted the sale, but pleaded ignorance of the fact that the 
gin was diluted any more than it ought to have been. P.C. 
Pitman stated that on Saturday, November 2oth last, about 
4 p.m., he went into the bar of the ‘‘ Bell Inn,” kept by 
defendant, where he saw defendant’s wife and asked her for 
a pint of gin. She left the bar with the bottle, and when 
she returned her husband came with her. Witness was 
supplied with the gin, and tendered a two-shilling piece in 
payment, and received 4d. change. Witness then informed 
them in the formal manner of his intention to have the 
article analysed by the public analyst,.and in the presence 
of defendant divided the gin into three parts, marked each 
bottle, and sealed them with the seal produced. Witness 
left one sample with the defendant, and the other two he 
handed that same evening to Mr. Bisgood. The bottle 
produced contained one of the samples with the seal affixed. 
Mr. Bisgood deposed to receiving from the last witness two 
samples of gin, one of which was produced there that day. 
The other sample he took to the county analyst (Dr. 
Alford) at Taunton, on Monday, November 22nd, along 
with thirty other samples of milk, butter, etc., from all parts 
of the county, for public analysis. On November 3oth he 
received from Dr. Alford a certificate to the effect that the 
spirit was 38 degrees under proof, whereas under the Food 
and Drugs Act the legislation only allowed 35 degrees, thus 
allowing a very large margin for gin, for whiskey and 
brandy were only allowed to be 25 degrees under proof. 
It was not a very bad case, but 3 degrees under proof 
required by the Act, and that brought defendant under the 
law, and he (Mr. Bisgood) had brought the case forward 
because he thought that being allowed to water down to 35 
degrees was a very liberal allowance, especially as it was 
to degrees lower than allowed for other spirits. .Defendant 
said he was innocent of it all. He was sorry it had happened, 
but he had only done as he had been ordered by those from 
whom he obtained the gin; in fact, rather under than over. 
But he remarked that gin washed about as that had been in 
loose bottles iost some of its strength, and the coldness of 
the bottle also affected the spirit. The Mayor said it was a 
clear breach of the law, and Mr. Bisgood was bound to bring 
the case before them. The penalty was £20; but they 
would be lenient that morning and only inflict a fine of 20s. 
and costs. Mr. Porch, in response to a remark made by 
the defendant that he was only a beginner in the trade and 
did not quite understand its requirements, said he con- 
sidered the spirits ought not to be adulterated at all by the 
seller, but by the purchaser. Small penalties would not 
prevent the over-adulteration. The profits arising from the 
adulteration must be very great, and the penalties must be 
correspondingly great. 

At Blackwood Police-court, on December grst, W. 
Rees, landlord of the ‘‘ Blacksmiths’ Arms,” Pengam, was 
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charged with selling adulterated whisky 44 degrees under 
proof, 25 being the legal limit. Mr, H. S. Gustard pro- 


-secuted on behalf of the Monmouthshire County Council. 
Rees pleaded guilty, and said he was very sorry. The 





doing the public out of what they were entitled to, namely, 
wy something like honest value for their money. Defendant 
' would be fined #5 and costs, or 14 days in default of 
distress, 
At Alcester, on January 3rd, Ellen Haines, landlady of 
‘the “Griffin Inn,” Studley, was summoned by Inspector 
‘Frederick George Bennett, Warwick, for selling whisky, 
» on November rsth, not of the value, substance, and quality 
_ demanded.—The evidence showed that the inspector pur- 
. chased the whisky, which, on being analysed by Dr. Bos- 
tock Hill, was found to contain 29°8 per cent. of water over 
_ and above that contained in 25-degrees-under-proof whisky. 
:; It was stated that defendant’s{daughter put the water into the 
whisky during her mother’s absence.—The Bench imposed 
! a fine of £5, and ros. 6d. costs. 


" _ Chairman (Mr. John Green) said this was a glaring case of 
a 
3 
A 


ber 31st, when Hannah Rutter, publican, Finghall, was 
fined 41, including costs, for selling gin adulterated with 
18 per cent. more added water than was allowed by Act of 
Parliament—namely, 35 per cent., making 53 per cent. of 
water altogether. 


MILK. 


At Edinburgh, on January 3rd, before Sheriff Hamilton, 
William Thomson, dairyman, Kennels, Dalkeith, pleaded 
guilty to a charge of having, on December rst, sold three- 
pence worth of sweet milk which was affected injuriously 
in its quality, substance, and nature in respect that there 


had been added at least 9 per cent. of water, without making | 


disclosure of such alteration to the purchaser. He was 
fined ros., with £3 expenses, the alternative being five days’ 
-imprisonment.—In another case David Campbell and 
James Campbell, partners of the firm of D. and J. Campbell, 


dairymen, Back Street, Dalkeith, pleaded guilty to a charge | 
of having, on December 1st, sold threepence worth of sweet | 
milk which was affected injuriously in its quality, substance, | 


and nature in respect that there had been abstracted or re- 
moved therefrom at least 17°7 per cent. of its natural fatty 
constituents, without making disclosure of such alteration. 
They were fined 10s. each, with £1 10s. expenses, the alter- 
native being five days’ imprisonment. 


MEAT. 


BEFORE Mr. Bros at Clerkenwell Police Court, on Decem- 
ber 29th, Mark Luxton, butcher, of Ash Hill, Uffculme, was 
summoned for depositing four quarters of beef unfit for 
human consumption at Messrs. Corne’s shop, 93, Cow- 
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analysis showed that one-third of the sample was water, or 
_ that 8d. was paid for whisky and 4d. for water. ‘The | 


_ A RIDICULOUS fine was inflicted at Leyburn, on Decem- | 
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cross, Smithfield, on November 22nd. Mr. Matthew Hale — 
represented the Holborn District Board of Works, and — 
Mr. C, Ricketts defended.—Timothy Billing, sanitary 
inspector, spoke to seeing the meat at Corne’s shop. It — 
was extremely emaciated, dark in colour, and smelt un- — 
pleasant. In_ his opinion the heifer had tuberculosis.— 
_C. F. Corne, meat ‘salesman, admitted the receipt of the 
meat from Luxton. On a: previous occasion defendant 
had sent him meat that was ‘“‘awful,” and he wrote warning 
him against sending that kind, and that in future all meat 
sent must be perfectly sound. At other times he received 
sound meat. This was the first complaint against defen- 
dant to witness’s knowledge.—Defendant stated that he had 
been in the habit of sending meat to London for the last 
18 years, and to Corne for three years. That was the first 
offence ever alleged against him. He bred the heifer, and 
as it did not grow he killed it. Never had a day’s illness, 
nor been given any medicine. Never seen tuberculosis.— 
Cross-exasiined:: Had noticed spots on the ribs of the ~ 
heifer, but took no notice. His boy finished off after he — 
(defendant) had killed it—By the Magistrate: He was a 
practical butcher. Did not remember anything dark about — 
the meat nor unpleasant smell. He thought it was allright. © 
The Magistrate, in inflicting a fine of £10 tos. and 2s. 
costs, remarked that when an ulcer got really into the ribs 
of a heifer, the whole of the meat became poisonous. De- 
fendant ought not to have left the “finishing off” work to 
the boy. It was most important that meat sent to London 
should be sound, as diseased meat was dangerous to human 
beings. Some people seemed to think that any meat was 
fit for London, but they must understand that that was — 
not so. 3 
AT Bromley Police-court, on December 24th, William. 
Crittall, butcher, of West Wickham, was summoned by the 
Rural Sanitary Authority for exposing unsound meat for sale | 
on December 1st. Mr. R.G. Mullen, Clerk to the Council, 
supported the summons, and the defendant was represented 
by Mr. L. W. Gregory.. James Edward Walker, the Sanitary 
Inspector, proved the seizure of the bullock’s carcase, which 
was diseased with tuberculosis. For the defence it was — 
shown that the animal was bought for £18 tos., and 
appeared to be in good condition. The defendant was fined 
| 410, and £1 .r1s. costs. 


MARGARINE. 


James Morris, Viaduct Street, Earlstown, was sum- 
moned at the Newton Petty Sessions fora breach of the 
Margarine Act, 1887, by not having certain margarine, 
exposed for sale at his shop, labelled as required by Section 6 
of the Act. / 

Defendant pleaded not guilty. 

Mr. J. W. Knowles, for the prosecution, said that on 
November 8th, about twenty minutes past eleven in the 
forenoon, Wm. James Parkinson, inspector to the Royal 
' Lancashire Agricultural Society and the Lancashire County 
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: ote, visited the sjendaves aaa asia asked Mrs. Morris 
~ the price of the best butter. She replied that it was rs. 3d. 
per lb., and he asked if she had any cheaper. _ She replied 
that she had some at 1s., but declared it to be margarine. 

_ He purchased three- -quarters of a pound, for which he paid 
_ gd., and forthwith proceeded to divide it in the customary 

manner for analysis. As their worships were aware, the 


that margarine when exposed for sale should be labelled 
with capital letters 13 inches square. The parcel from 
_. which Mr. Parkinson bought the sample was not so labelled. 
_ Upon analysis the sample was found to contain 80 per cent. 
_ of fats other than butter, 103 per cent. of water, and 93 per 
cent. of butter. Mr. Knowles mentioned that the inspector 
_ would tell them that the quality of stuff was only worth 
about 3d.:per lb. wholesale, and if such a commodity were 
_ sold without a label a fraud was being committed on the 
public. 

Mr. Parkinson gave evidence in accordance with Mr. 
_ Knowles’ opening statement. When he asked Mrs. Morris 
_where her label was she told him she had not got one, had 
_ never had one, but was going to get one. 

Mrs. Morris, who was called as a witness for the defence, 
produced a circular label with the word ‘‘ Margarine,” but 
the words were not large enough to comply with the words 
__ of the section. 

, Mr. Knowles pointed out that it was one of the whole- 
; sale man’s labels, and such asthe manufacturer was required 
to use to comply with the law. 





: In answer to the Bench, the inspector said he did not 
see any label. 
__ Mrs. Morris: Didn’t you say it would be worse for me 


_ if 1 had not had that on? 

"= The'Inspector: No., 

Mrs, Morris said the man who sold the margarine told 

her she would be all right as long as she kept the label 

% (produced) on the top. She did not sellmuch of it, as there 
was only about one customer who took it. 

The Bench imposed a fine of 20s. and costs, and allowed 

the avocate’s. and analyst's fee. 

At Southwark, on December 30th, Mr. Savage, of 176, 
Lynton Road, Bermondsey, was summoned by Chief 
Inspector Thomas, of Bermondsey Vestry, for exposing 
margarine for sale without the proper label. The label was 
not attached to the margarine according to law, but was 
hung underneath and partly hidden. Mr. Fenwick imposed 
a fine of tos. and 12s. 6d. costs.—Evan Jones, dairyman, 
of 136, Long Lane, Bermondsey, was summoned by the 
Butter Association for selling margarine as butter. Mr. 
Rickett prosecuted. The defendant pleaded guilty, and 
said a mistake had been made. Mr. Fenwick fined him 


43 and £1 ts. costs. 


DRUGS. 


AT Skipton, on January 1st, Thomas Henry Edmondson, 
grocer, of Barnoldswick, was charged with selling tincture 
of rhubarb which lacked the necessary strength of alcohol, 
and was adulterated with 8°90 per cent. of glucose. The 
preparation only contained 31 per cent. of alcohol, instead 
of 49 per cent. Mr. A. Randerson, inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, conducted the prosecution, and gave 

_ the necessary evidence, and Mr. G. M. Robinson defended. 
During the somewhat lengthy hearing, the defendant fainted 
in the witness-box, and had to be removed from the court. 

Eventually the defendant was fined 20s. and £1 4s. 4d. 
costs. } 


MEAT AND A SAPIENT SCOTCH SHERIFF. 


At Kilmarnock, on December 31st, John Stevenson, 
butcher, 11, High Glencairn Street, was charged, on the com- 
plaint of James Robinson, sanitary inspector, with having ex- 

» posed for sale in his shop a quantity of meat which was unfit 
for human food. He pleaded not guilty, and was defended 
by Mr. James M. Inglis, solicitor, Mr. Middlemas, town. 
clerk, conducting the prosecution. It appeared from th, 


section under which that summons was taken out required 














evidence that the meat complained of had been seized and 


burned, and several witnesses described it as putrid and 


unfit for dogs. Mr. Inglis contended that the prosecution had 


failed to prove that the meat was exposed for sale, which was 
In this case the © 
meat had been seized at the back of the premises of the 


necessary in order to obtain a conviction. 


accused shortly after being brought from the railway 
station in his cart. The Sheriff dismissed the case, 
allowing defendant four guineas of expenses. 
lamented that this sapient Sheriff was not compelled to eat 
the meat. A great deal of unsound food consumed by 
sane people would be more fittingly utilised if fed to the 
legal unfit. It is true the meat was declared “ unfit for 
dogs,” but there was nothing said about its fitness for some 


of the fearful wild-fowl yclept Scotch sheriffs, whose legal out- » 
rages it is our painful duty to record from time to time, — 


SPRATS AS SARDINES. 


A PECULIAR case came before Judge Sir L. Selfe, on 
Saturday, at Deal County-court, in connection with the 
tinning of sprats as sardines. 

A boatman claimed from the proprietors of a local 
factory to recover the value of several boatloads of sprats. 

In answer to the Judge, a representative of the factory 
stated that the sprats when tinned were sold as sardines ; 
and in answer to another question as to whether it was 
dealing honestly by the public replied that it was done by 
other firms 
boatmen to take their catches at half-a-crown per 1,200, 
but, owing to a glut of the fish, the factory had been unable 


to take all, the boatmen sometimes going out several times. 


a tide and bringing millions of! fish to the factory. 
Judgment was given for the boatman. 


ANALYSTS DISAGREE. 


At Dover,on December 31st, Lucy Cox was summoned, 
on the information’ of the Sanitary Inspector, for selling 
milk adulterated with water to the extent of 8 per cent. 

Mr. V. Knocker prosecuted, and Mr. M. Bradley 
defended. 

Mr. F. Sims, Inspector of Nuisances for the Borough, 


said that on December 8th he obtained the samples from | 
One of the. 


the defendant’s shop, 82, Snargate Street. 
samples was handed to Mr. Harvey, Analyst, at Canterbury. 
The defendant stated that she bought the milk BES a man 
who went round in a:cart. 

The certificate of analysis handed in stated that in the 
analyst’s opinion the milk had 8 per cent. of water added. 

Mr. Sydney Harvey, Public Analyst for the Borough of 
Dover, and F.I.C., said that he received on the goth six 
samples to analyse. He only found one deficient, and that 
was the sample from the defendant. He was quite clear 
as to the quality of the milk. 

Cross-examined : There were 10°98 per cent. total solids 
in the milk, made up of not fatty 7°79, fat solid 3°19. The 
total solid fat was 1‘19 in excess of the limit required. To 
avery small extent the not fatty substance would be affected 
by the feeding. The milk was only slightly inferior in 
quality. 

Mr. Bradley expressed his surprise that it had been 
thought necessary to institute a prosecution in this case. 
The defendant purchased sixpennyworth of milk for small 
retail sale, and it was suggested that to this she added an 
infinitely small quantity of water, and thereby rendered 
herself liable to a penalty of 420. Was it probable? He 
also pointed out that the fatty solids were the constituents 
in milk on which Somerset House fixed the minimum 
standard, and the prosecution admitted that these were 
over 1 per cent. over the minimum required. He expressed 
his willingness to have the third remaining sample 


_ analysed at Somerset House if the Bench required. He 


called for the defence the following witnesses : 

The defendant, who having been sworn, said that she 
kept a greengrocer’s shop in Snargate Street. She sold about 
a gallon or half-a-gallon of milk a day. She purchased it of 
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It appears that there was an agreement with —_, 


that he had had eight appointments as analyst. 
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another milkman, Mr. Brooks. 
the day in question, and sold it exactly as she received it. 
After taking advice she handed the third sample to Mr. 


Alfred Furby. The amount she purchased was sixpenny- 


worth. 

Mr. Alfred Furby, F.1.C., now residing at Dover, said 
On 
December 18th the sample of milk was handed to witness, 
as sealed by the inspector. He found the solids consisted 
of 12°20, of which 4'o2 were fat solids. He obtained the 
same result in two analyses. He found no. indication of 
any water being added. The ash in the not fat solids was 
"70, and that indicated that no water had been added. The 
Somerset House standard was 11°5 per cent. of solids, of 
which 3 per cent. must be fat. If cows were fed on grain, 


-. the whole of the solids would be decreased. 


The Bench said that the case would be dismissed, as 
the margin to adjudicate upon was too small. They, how- 
ever, made no order in regard to the costs. 


BRISTOL’S MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH: A LOCAL 
TRIBUTE. 


The Western Daily Press, in reviewing the events of the 
past year, says: “ The Health Committee’s first and second 
meetings were memorable for the important report presented 
upon the sharp outburst of typhoid fever at Clifton, resulting, 


. in the course of a few weeks, in over two hundred cases. 


The lamentable epidemic at Maidstone had drawn public 
attention to the dreaded results of uncontrolled typhoid, 
and it was not surprising that much apprehension was, 
in the first instance, felt in Clifton. It was, however, 
soon realised that here the disease had to meet the 
forces of a sanitary department in organised readiness 
for an emergency, and directed by one of the most untiring 
of medical officers, Dr. Davies, who was well seconded by 
Dr. Heaven. The clever way in which the doctors and 
their staff went on a Sherlock Holmes quest of the origin 
of the mischief is too fresh in memory to need recapitula- 
tion, and the stoppage of the infected milk supply and the 
other measures taken brought the epidemic to a close as 
suddenly as its growth had been rapid, and soon we were 
able to congratulate Clifton as well as Bristol on a restora- 
tion to its normal healthiness. ‘The experience, coming at 
a time when Bristol had added to its population so largely, 
naturally increased puplic confidence in the medical officer’s 
department ; and in this connection the significance of the 
presentation of an address to the doctors by the members 


- of the medical profession cannot be overlooked. 


THE KURRUWA SPECIALITIES. 


THE rapidly increasing sale of the Kurruwa tea, cocoa, 
chocolates, etc., has necessitated the removal of the business 
to larger premises at 5, George-street, Tower Hill. Our 
readers who have tried the Kurruwa Association’s pure 
China tea, unadulterated cocoa, chocolate almonds and 
croquettes, etc., will not be surprised at the well-merited 
increase inthe firm’s business. There is no doubt that the 
consumption of cocoa in particular is largely increasing, 
and manufacturers who sell pure articles, devoid of 
dangerous drugging with kola and like quack nostrums, 


deserve success, because they aim to secure it legitimately. | 


The Kurruwa Association have taken into partnership Mr. 
James Dudin, well-known in the London Markets. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


MILK PROSECUTION AT BEDFORD. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION, 

Sir, —I will thank you if you can find room for these 
few remarks upon the milk prosecution at Bedford. 

Milk prosecutions have a fascinating influence at the 
present time, in the hope that we may learn something ; that 
we may learn to profit in the new Adulteration law, by 
pointing out the failings of the old one. 
read this Bedford case with a profit, and learn a practical 





I think we may all | 


She bought half-a-gallon on | 
| large and small firms cannot afford to dispense with the 








| it is also adulterated. 


lesson from its failure. - It proves without eisetre that both 


precautions that are essential for us, if we are to prove 


beyond a shadow of a doubt that we sold our milk in the 
-same condition as we received it. 


Railway companies maybe ‘legally pespanetle for milk 
until it is delivered, but I think they will repudiate any 
responsibility for milk left upon their stations by dairymen 
for their own convenience. Whether this is so or not, I 
do not know, but one thing is certain, that the farmer's 
responsibility ceases when the milk is delivered. 


otherwise. 

This case assumes a much greater prominence than it 
otherwise would have done through the respectability of the 
firm, but it is only an ordinary milk case that every dairy- 
man is liable to and suffer from, either from his own neglect 
or the indifference of the authorities to help him. Mr. 
Marks, the prosecuting counsel, said defendants must not 
only prove the warranty was a good one, but that he sold 
the milk in the same condition as purchased. This he said _ 
they could not do in this case, because the milk had been 
unprotected for nearly twelve hours. This is the pivot 
upon which the Adulteration Act works, and the source of 
all our trouble, and that makes the dairyman’s case 


such a hard one, for in very many cases under 
the present law it is utterly impossible to prove 
a man sold his milk as he received it, and this is 


our plea for such a change of the law that will enable every 
honest dairyman to be in a position to prove he sold his 
milk in the same condition as he received it. Mr. Marks 
thought this could not be done in this case because the milk 
had been left on the station. But there would have been 
just the same difficulty if Mr. White had met the arrival of 
the milk and taken it on his round with him. He would 
have had this milk in his sole possession for hours, and 
after this no magistrate would take his word that he sold it 
as he received it. But in this case there does not appear 
to have been any obstacles in the way. The inspector who 


; bought the adulterated milk could have taken the farmer’s 


samples at the railway station, but did not do so. This 
might have simplified matters and cleared the case from 
doubt, and perhaps have saved the defendants much un- 
necessary annoyance. I have known cases lost through 
over-confidence, or, what is much worse, careless in- 
difference. 

There is no report in this case that the official sample 
left by the inspector was analysed. A long experience has 
confirmed my opinion that the first duty of every dairy- 
man, under any circumstances, is to have the official sample 
left by the inspector analysed by a competent analyst. It 
is an imperative duty the man owes to himself and to the 
farmer. The public analysts are only human, and liable to 
error. The milk might be pure milk and of good quality, 
but if the public analyst certifies to the contrary, and there 
is no rebutting evidence, the result is a conviction. 

The next duty is the most important, for it is the only 
real, practical, and certain test, and sets at rest all doubt 
and hesitation. We must not overlook this fact, that, 
under no circumstances is it possible to decide who 
adulterated the first sample, and it is only by inference that 
we can arrive at something like the truth, by following the 
case up, and taking samples of the farmer’s milk, to see if 
If it be adulterated, this evidence 
would be quite sufficient to enable every honest dairyman 


| to prove in the most emphatic and tangible way possible 


that he sold his milk as it was sent to him, and I would 
remind my readers it is the only way out of the police- 
court that the dairyman can leave by, and leave without 
any taint upon his reputation. The best wishes to the 
dairy trade that my thoughts can conceive are that Parlia- 
ment may confer, in the new Adulteration Act, upon every 
dairyman this privilege, that, wherever his business may 
call him, the law will enable him to prove he sold his milk 
in the same condition as he received it.—Yours, etc., 
ROBERT EDGE. 
Manchester. 


It would — 
' be both unjust and unreasonable to the farmer were it 





PURE «MILK AND 
“By W. WILLiams, M.A., M.D., D.P.H., M.O.H., 
GLAMORGAN Counts CounciL. 


‘ITs ADULTERATION. 


I wish to express my great appreciation of the honour 


you have conferred upon me by electing me your President. 


te 


I ask you, therefore, to accept my best thanks, and I trust 
‘that this year will be a prosperous one in the history of our 
© society, and of this branch in particular. I have decided 


to call your attention to “ Pure Milk and its Adulteration,” 


- for it is a subject of universal importance, and one that 


ores & 


: enter largely into many articles of food. 


has received but little attention from medical officers of 
health. 

I regret to say that my Address does not contain the 
results of any original research into “ The physioiogical 
action of small doses of the substances used as food pre- 
servatives,” for this is what is really wanted. It is merely 
a resumé of our present knowledge respecting the practice 
of adding certain chemical antiseptics to milk for the pur- 


- pose, it is alleged, of preserving it. 


These so-called preservatives are numerous, and they 
Milk, butter, 
cream, cheese, bacon, fish, beer, wines, preserves, and other 
things are frequently doctored with them, and, consequently, 
we encounter some of them at almost every meal. 

_ This extensive drugging of food stuffs practised in the 
present day is of the highest importance as affecting the 


health of the community, in particular that of children and 


invalids. The class of preservatives most commonly met 


_ with nowadays contain boric acid and its derivatives, and 


are known by such names as glactalin, formalin, Jack Frost, 
preservitas, etc. 
The adulteration of alimentary substances was practised 


in the civilised countries of Europe at a very remote date. | 


There are notices of the sophistications practised by the 
Greek and Roman traders. Pliny alludes to the frauds 
practised by bakers, for they added to bread a white earth, 
soft to the touch and sweet to the taste. The adulteration 


__of wines in Athens was so common that a special inspector 
was appointed, whose duty it was to detect and stop such 


practices. It is said that in Rome aloes and other drugs 


_ were used to give artificial colour to wines. 


‘ 


In Europe generally, and in our country from the 
eleventh century onwards, the bakers, brewers, and the 
vintners were frequently accused of corrupt practices. The 
sale of bread was regulated in England in the reign of 
John, by what was called the ‘‘ Assize of Bread.” This 
assize continued till 1286, when it was repealed by “The 
Statute of Assize.” The modification of these assizes were 
finally abolished in 1815. As time went on and commerce 
developed, adulteration with foreign substances began, and 
clauses with respect to the adulteration of bread were in- 
serted, and these latter may be considered collectively as 
the ancient English “Sale of Food Act.” 

The trades of grocers and druggists were combined 
until 1617, when the apothecaries separated themselves 
from the grocers, became a distinct body, and soon began 


-to complain of the frauds of the grocers from whom they 


continued to be supplied with many drugs. In 1540 the 
physicians were given the power to search, view, and see 
the apothecary’s wares and stuffs, and destroy such as they 
found unfit for use. The College of Physicians compiled 
the first Pharmacopceia in 1613, and several editions were 
issued up to 1650. 

In these early times it seems that the supervision of 
provisions such as meat, bread, wines, beer, etc., was much 
stricter than in the case of milk and butter. 

Up to 1860, when the first general Act in reference to 
the adulteration of food was passed, such articles as tea, 
coffee, chicory, beer, and wines, were legislated for by 
special statutes, the chief object being to prevent the de- 
frauding of the revenue; the. health of the consumer and 
the injury to him being somewhat less considered. This 
general Act in reference to adulteration as a whole was the 
outcome of the appointment of the Select Committee of 
1855, the prelude to this being ‘“‘The Zazce¢ Sanitary Com- 





mission of 1850.” The scope of this Sanitary Com- 
mission was to institute for the public benefit an extensive 
and vigorous series of investigations into the condition of 
various articles of diet supplied to the inhabitants of London 
and its vicinity based on actual inquiry and experiment. 

The subsequent Acts passed were those of 1872, 1875, 
and 1879, and the Margarine Act of 1887, the three last 
being at the present moment the existing English law, and 
to these I shall refer later on. 

The Act of 1860 permitted, but did not compel, the 
appointment of public analysts, the bodies having the power 
to appoint being, in the City of London, the Commissioners 
of Sewers; in the Metropolis, the Vestries and District 
Boards ; and in the Counties, Courts of Quarter Sessions, 
By the Act of 1875 the appointment of public analysts 
became compulsory. In 1874 the Society of Public 
Analysts was started, which gave a great stimulus to ana- 
lytical chemistry and the prevention of adulteration. 

Of late years the adulteration of food stuffs has attracted 
the public attention. To the dealer in food stuffs the sig- 
nificance of their sophistication is frequently a mere matter 
of profit and loss, but to the general community itZis a 
subject which appeals to interests more vital than a desire 
to avoid pecuniary damage, and, involving as it does the 
question of health, it has naturally engendered in the public 
mind a feeling of uneasiness accompanied with a desire 
for correct information regarding these preservatives. 

The most usual excuse advanced by traders when a case 
of adulteration has been brought home to them, is that they, 
are compelled to resort to such an action because of the 
public demand for cheap commodities, that the addition is 
harmless or actually an improvement, and that it serves as 
a preservative. The claim that manufacturers are often 
forced on to adulteration by the necessities of unfair com- 
petition possesses more weight, for an honest dealer cannot 
successfully compete against such dishonesty. This has 
undoubtedly influenced the better class to co-operate with 
public authorities in their endeavour to prevent adultera- 
tion, often with most satisfactory results. 

_ I now come to 
Mitk—Its ADULTERATION AND PRESERVATION. 

Milk is the fluid secreted by female mammals for the 
nourishment of their young, and hence has come to be 
considered the model food. The milk of various domesti- 
cated animals, especially that of the cow, has been used 
and valued as an article of food from the earliest time. 
With the ancients, a land “flowing with milk and honey ” 
was a type of plenty, and from the frequent allusions to 
milk—including that of the ewe and goat—it is obvious 
that it must have formed an important part of their dietary. 

Milk is not to be regarded as a definite chemical com- 
pound nor even as a mixture of bodies in fixed and in-’ 
variable proportions. Not only does the milk of different 
cows vary within comparatively wide limits, but the milk of 
the same animal is subject to extensive fluctuations. The 
principal cause of these variations in the individual are 
age, breed, period of lactation, and treatment (such as the 
frequency of milking, and the condition of the byre). 

It is only during comparatively recent years that the 
properties and chemical composition of milk have been 
fully investigated. That milk is a typical food is proved by 
the fact that the young of all the higher mammalia are fed 
on it alone for several months, many of them for over a year. 
Having regard, therefore, to the enormous quantity daily 
consumed by all classes of the community, especially by 
children, it is of the greatest importance that it should be 
obtained in a pure and unadulterated condition. Also the 
influence of contaminated milk in (causing and) spreadirg 
zymotic disease should always be borne in mind. A report 
by Mr. Ernest Hart contains a tabular analysis of forty- 
eight such outbreaks. 

It would be interesting to give a synopsis of these out- 
breaks, but time does not permit it. Suffice it to say that 
the milk, which was presumably pure when drawn, became 
contaminated before it reached the consumer. 

How can pure milk be obtained? It can be obtained 
from healthy and young cows kept aid fed under sanitary 





conditions. 
__ is ever the case, nor shall we have it until a// dairy cattle 


_ village which supply milk to the market. 


In England we have no guarantee that Riek 


are subject to frequent and regular inspection by trained 
and capable men. Whatever the mode of the inspection 
may be, it should be uniform—the same for every town and 
Such an. in- 
spection would prevent the unfair competition of men who 


_ produce milk under the most insanitary conditions, from 


as 


old and diseased cows, who can afford to sell milk probably 
at very small prices, and whose convicted misdemeanours 
reflect upon the whole trade. Such acourse would also free 
our herds from the scourge of ‘udberculosis. 

Denmark is the country which so far has acted most 
energetically in this matter. There the dairy cattle are 
subjected to veterinary inspection and are tested with tuber- 
culin, the Government paying for the test. In New York, 
a few years ago, three inspectors were appointed to test 
the dairy herds for tuberculosis, and in one year over 600 
out of 20,000 animals reacted to the test and were killed. 
In France and England there is no general systematic in- 
spection of milking cows made. Dairy companies and 
private owners in many instances in this country do cause 
such inspections to be made, and be it to their praise. 

So much for the production of pure milk. I now 
propose to make a few remarks on its preservation and 
adulteration. 

Pure milk may become contaminated before it reaches 
the dairy. Such a contamination is due invariably either to 
(x) infection in the persons immediately. concerned in 
drawing or handling the milk; or (2) to the absence of 
cleanliness in the milk utensils, the animal, or the sur- 
roundings. In the report of the Special Commission on 
milk supply, held under the auspices of the British Medical 


Journal (1895) the following reforms were suggested for the | 


better management of dairies and of a pure milk supply : 

/ (1) That all milking be carried on in the open air, the 
animals and operators standing on a material which is 
capable of being thoroughly washed, such as a floor of 
concrete or cement. The site chosen should be removed 
from inhabited parts as far as possible, and should be pro- 
vided with a plentiful and pure water supply. Only in 
this way does it seem possible to avoid the initial contami- 
nation with the colon bacillus. 

(2) That greater care should be expended on the 
personal cleanliness of the cows. The only too familiar 
picture of the animal’s hindquarters, flanks, and sides 
being thickly plastered with mud and feces, is one that 
should be common no longer. It would not be difficult to 
carry out this change ; indeed, in the better managed of our 
large dairy companies’ farms such a condition no longer 
prevails, but in the smaller farms it is too frequently met with. 

(3) That the hands of the milker should be thoroughly 
washed before the operation of milking is commenced, and 
that after once being washed, they should not be again em- 
ployed in handling the cow otherwise than in the necessary 
operation of milking. Any such handling should be suc- 
ceeded by another washing in fresh water before again 
commencing to milk. 

(4) That all milk-vendors’ shops should also be kept far 
cleaner than is often the case at present. That all milk 
retailing shops should be compelled to provide proper 
storage accommodation, and that the counters, &c., should 
be tiled. 

Clean milk pans, pure. water, and a cool, odourless, and 
clean store-room are abscluiely indispensable. The milk 
utensils should be thoroughly scalded between each change 
of milk. 

Notwithstanding every precaution, some amount of hair, 
epithelium, animal d@éérvis, and a very large number of 
bacteria, enter the milk. It is therefore to be strained 
through a sieve with very fine- wire cloth or hair strainer. 
Copenhagen has a splendid system of milk straining, &c. 
There they cool it first and then filter it by upward filtra- 
tion through (a) coarse sand; (0) finer sand; (c) finest 
sand ; and then (@) two or three folds of fine linen. These 
are all arranged one above the other. The amount of 
“fluff” filtered from the milk is immense. 


Many of the organisms which are capable of causing 
disease do so by producing toxic-decomposition products — 


from the milk. It is an essential condition’ of hygienic — 


milk production, and especially of a milk suitable for 


children, that it should be kept at a low temperature dur- 
ing the whole of the interval between milking and consump- 
tion. 

Milk should be removed from the cowshed as quickly 
as possible, and if intended for use as new milk and for 


‘sale in the neighbourhood of a dairy, it may be put up for 


delivery at once. If, however, it has to travel a distance 
by train or otherwise, or if it is to be kept for creaming or 
cheese-making, it should be rapidly cooled down and then 


“kept in a cool airy room, and if practicable surrounded 


with fresh water. 

The length of time that fail will keep depends chiefly 
on the temperature at which it is maintained (which should 
be uniform), and the weather. The changes that milk 


; 


i 


undergoes in souring can, to a certain extent, be artificially | 


produced, hindered and controlled. 

It is, of course, very necessary that milk should keep from 
souring or turning for a reasonable time, say twenty-four | 
hours in hot weather, and I am strongly of opinion that the 
only safe and fair treatment of it should be either (1) Cool- 
ing (2) Pasteurisation, or (3) Sterilisation. 

The many methods proposed to Preserve milk alee 
themselves into: 

(1) Physical treatment, such as cooling, &c. (as above). 

(2) Chemical treatment with antiseptics. 

(3) Condensation with or without the addition of a 
preservative. 

All systems of preservation are subject to disadvantages, 
either from their serving their purpose for too limited a 
time or their interfering with the natural constitution and 
properties of the milk. Of all methods, cooling is the least 
objectionable. . It has been observed that milk cooled by 
iced water remains sweet and unaltered for over ten days. 

I. (1) Cooling. The best way of cooling milk is by 
passing it, directly after milking, over a refrigerator or cooler 
through which cold water passes. There are several good 
refrigerators in the market. The water passes in at the 
bottom and out at the top, the milk being run over the out- 
side surface. By the aid of these refrigerators, milk in- 
tended for transit and for, the making of butter or cheese 
may be cooled to about 45° F. as soon as it leaves the 
cow, and before any injurious change can possibly have 
taken place. The length of time that milk will remain 
sweet after such cooling depends on: 

(a) The temperature of the water and the suddenness 
with which it is cooled. 

(b) The conditions under which the milk is afterwards 
kept. 

The lower the temperature of both water and weather, 
the longer will it remain sweet, and I am informed by re- 
sponsible persons connected with the trade that there is 
no trouble both summer and winter in delivering milk in a 
perfectly sweet condition twelve hours after cooling, and that 
it will not become sour for a much longer time. 

The shaking which. milk undergoes in transit by rail, 
will in summer, if the weather be very hot, partially churn 
the cream, but it has no effect on the acidity. Indeed, 
fresh milk will keep twenty-four hours without any treat- 
ment if the containing vessels and their surroundings are 
scrupulously clean and of the right temperature. Such 
conditions, however, do not exist in many milk retailers’ 
premises, and where it must be distributed at the con- 
sumers’ houses. 

(2) Pasteurisation. This is the exposure of milk to 
heat of 140-1472 F., and then instantly cooling as before. 
Pasteurisation does not kill all bacterial spores, and only 
temporarily checks fermentation. The introduction of the 
use of Pasteurised milk amongst the poor people in New 
York has greatly reduced the infant mortality during the 
hot summer months. It is also probable that Pasteurisation 
does not, to any extent, impair the digestibility and nutri- 
tion of the milk. 

(Zo be continued.) 
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THE HARMFULNESS OF MARGARINE. 


Two questions are raised here :—1. Pure margarine and 
margarine mixed with other substances in order to give it 
the likeness of butter, are they susceptible of being com- 
pletely assimilated by the animal organism; are they 
digestible? 2. Are these substances always prepared under 
such conditions that the transmission of maladies by germs 
which may be contained in the raw material is entirely 
obviated? In May, 1880, eight years after the official 
authorisation of M. Méze-Muries’ process, a Commission 
nominated by the French Academy of Medicine reported 
“unfavourably of oleomargarine. The Minister of the 
Interior had asked the Academy to say whether artificial 





butter, or margarine, would be a fit substitute for 
butter in the’ kitchens of establishments  be- 
The conclusion’ of 


longing to his department. 


i 


the committee was that the use of margarine 


and 


much larger quantity of fat acids than butter, and that this te 


‘this insufficiency of assimilation may be fraught with harm- 


margarine is insufficient to destroy the germs of diseases 


in cloth, gold . 















} 


ought to be limited to the preparation of cer- 
tain ragouts and to vegetables, excepting potatoes, 
that the saving to the administration would 
be very slight compared with the advantages attending the 
continued use of cows’ butter. They based their decision — 
on the following grounds—viz., that margarine contains a 


proportion is too great for the emulsion of the fat to be per- 
fect so as to be entirely absorbed by the organism, and that 


ful consequences. Meyer, a German chemist, ascribes the 
imperfect assimilation to the fat not undergoing the physio- 
logical transformation which is necessary for it to become 
as digestible as milk fat. His opinion is that margarine Dy 
may be used by grown people without danger, but for old it 
people, children and invalids it is unwholesome. As  ~— 
regards the second question, it has been demon- ( 
strated that the temperature, 50 degrees’ at the  .— 
maximum, which the fats undergo in the preparation of t. 


like swine plague, carbuncle, and rabies ; and, on the other iw & 
hand, the change which the adipose tissue undergoes in 
certain internal maladies may exercise a belated influence » 
in causing premature decomposition in the artificial butter 
made from it. Dr. Piper, of Chicago, discovered the eggs 
of teenia in a number of samples of oleomargarine submitted 
to him, and Professor Taylor has detected the presence of 
particles of muscular tissues and blood vessels due to 
imperfect epuration of the fats, which would open up the 
possibility of propagating trichinosis through artificial butter, 
even without admitting, with M. Joamies Chatin, that 
the parasite may exist in the fat tissue itself. In Europe the 
industry has developed to such an extent that the demand 
for the raw material has outgrown the supply, and in conse- 
quence all sorts of fat refuse requiring purification by chemical 
aids are employed, thereby introducing eleinents in artificial 
butter which cannot fail to be hurtful to health. In the 
United States the manufacturers are even less scrupulous 
in the choice of raw materials, which are frequently fats of 
the very worst quality, deprived of their smell by means of 
excessive application of nitric acid or sulphuric acids, the 
corrosive action,of which is well known. Some eminent \ 
doctors in Chicago have expressed the opinion that the 
malady known as winter cholera, which was so fatal in 
Chicago last winter, was to be attributed to the popular use 
of butterine, which is largely composed of lard. In samples 
of artificial butter from America mineral matters have been 
detected, such as talc, carbonate of lead and other toxic 
salts, as well as petroleum and _ vaseline, which are 
commonly added to make it more unctuous. Moreover, 
it is often coloured by means of matters derived from coal, 
the use of which in food substances is absolutely pro- 
hibited in France. From what has been said above it will 
be seen that oleomargarine cannot be recommended for 
household use, except as a substitute for lard, and in no 
way as a substitute for butter; that its utility is always 
doubtful, not merely on account of the accidents it is apt 
to cause when made under improper conditions, but further 
on account of its daily increasing use as an adulterant, 
being in this respect all the more dangerous because diffi- 
cult of detection. 

The above account of the origin and uses of margarine 
and artificial butter is extracted from a small volume written 
by M. Ch. Girard, head of the Municipal Laboratory of 
the Police Prefecture, Paris, and M. J. de Arevans, Chemical 
Expert attached to the same Laboratory. 


ADULTERATED MILK AT LONGTON. 
ASSAULTS ON ASSISTANT INSPECTORS: HkEAvy PENALTIES. 


At Longton Police-court, on December 22nd, Margaret 
Challinor, farmer, of Caverswall, and Miranda Challinor, her 
daughter, were charged with selling milk which was adul- 
terated with water on the rst ult. Miranda Challinor was 
further charged with assaulting Charles Giffard, assistant to 
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summons against Giffard for assaulting Miranda Challinor. 
Mr. Paine prosecuted, and Mr. G. Hawley appeared in the 
interests of the Challinors. The evidence of a number of 
witnesses for the prosecution showed that on the date 


_named, by the instructions of Giffard, a man named John 


Slaney went to the defendant’s cart, which was in Com- 
merce Street, in charge of Miranda, and asked to be sup- 
plied with a pint of milk. The milk was put into a jug 
which he had, and Slaney gave her sixpence. Before he 
received any change Giffard came up and said he wanted 
the milk for the purpose of analysis. Miranda thereupon 
jumped out of the cart and endeavoured to take the milk 
back, saying that she had not sold him that, but she had 
some in the cart for him if he wanted some. She tried 
several times to take the jug away, took hold of Giffard by 
the collar, shook him, and behaved in a very rough and 
abusive way. She also threw a brick at Slaney. The 
certificate of analysis showed that the milk contained 15 per 
cent. of added water. Giffard admitted that he did not give 
the defendant a sample of the milk, his reason for this being 
that her conduct prevented his doing so. The defendant 
Miranda went into the witness-box and stated that her 
mother had nothing whatever to do with the milk. She 
bought the milk from her mother, who also lent her the 
cart. There was, she said, nearly half a pint of tea in the 
jug when she supplied the milk. The Stipendiary here 
cautioned the defendant, and pointed out that this could not 
be correct, because the certificate only showed fifteen per 
cent. of added water. Mr. Hawley said it could not be 
correct providing it was their milk that was sent up for 
analysis. |The witness adhered to her statement. She 
denied that she assaulted Giffard, and also said when she 
went after Giffard into Slaney’s engine-house the jug she 
had supplied the milk in was not there, but there was 
another jug containing milk. The Stipendiary again 
cautioned the defendant, adding that she was alleging the 
grossest conspiracy that he ever heard of. The defendant 
replied that she was speaking the truth. She repeatedly 
asked that the milk she had supplied should be 
divided, and that she should have a sample, but it was 
refused, and she was ordered away. Giffard, she said, kicked 
her violently and knocked her on the hand witha jug when she 
insisted on going into the engine-house. She received no 


‘money for the milk. Margaret Challinor was called, and 


she said although the farm was hers and her name was on 
the cart, she sold all her milk to Miranda at 9d. per gallon. 
Miranda took it round on her own account. 

Both the Challinors were convicted, and the cross- 
summons against Giffard was dismissed. 

Charlotte Challinor, a sister of Miranda, was next 
charged with refusing to sell to Giffard on November oth. 
Mr. Giffard asked to be supplied with a pennyworth of milk, 
and the defendant told him to wait until her sister came, 
and she would then let him have some. Her sister, she 
said, had told her if he (witness) asked to be supplied with 
milk he must wait until she came. A few minutes later 
Charlotte came up to him, and lifting the lid off her can she 
said she had got no milk, adding that he might go and look 
if she had put it anywhere. A little later Miranda came up 
to him, and said, ‘‘ How can she give you any milk when 
she hasn’t gotany?” The defence was that the defendant 
had no milk when Giffard asked her for it. 


The Stipendiary convicted in this case also. 


Elizabeth Challinor, a sister of the last defendant, was 
charged with assaulting Samue! Bennison, an assistant of 
Mr. Knight, on December 12th, and there were cross- 
summonses for assault against Bennison and Giffard. 
Bennison said he sent a man named Edwards to purchase 
a sample of milk. As soon as he had been supplied Benni- 
son went up and told the defendant that the milk was for 
analysis. She became excited, told him the milk was not 
his, and tried to pull the jug out of his hands. Eventually 
she broke off the handle, and Bennison’s hand was cut. 
The jug itself fell to the ground. On the cross-summons a 
witness was called, who said Challinor struggled to get pos- 


Knight, on the same date, and there was a cross- 





session of the jug. She was pulled down the road and 
roughly pushed away, but no blow was struck. 

Elizabeth Challinor was convicted, and the cross- 
summonses were dismissed. « 

The Stipendiary, addressing Margaret Challinor, aaid she . 
was the mother of the others, and he should judge by the 
kind of evidence given before him that day that she got her 
living not by selling pure milk, but by selling adulterated 
milk to people who thought they were buying pure milk. 
She would be fined £10 and costs. Miranda was part and 


_ parcel with her mother in this conspiracy, and she not only 


did this but was very violent with it. She would have to 
pay #10 and costs, and he was taking into serious con- 
sideration the evidence which she had given that morning 
as to whether she should not be prosecuted for perjury. 
Charlotte had been fined before for a similar offence, and 
she also would have to pay A10 and costs. With regard to 
Elizabeth Challinor it was lucky for her that she had only 
been charged with the assault, because it seemed to him 
that she might have been charged with the more serious 
offence of refusing to supply a sample. For the assault she 
would have to pay tos. and costs. The fines and costs, 
including two guineas advocate’s fee, amounted to £40 12s., 
which was paid. 


MILK. 


At North London, Joseph Hoare, a milk dealer, of 
Crossley-street, Islington, was summoned at the instance of 
the Islington Vestry for selling milk adulterated with 35 
pet cent. of added water. Mr. Bramall prosecuted for 
the Vestry. The defendant pleaded guilty, and said that 
he would admit putting some water into the milk, but he 
did not know the quantity. He had lost all his money in 
the business, and was nearly starving when he didit. Mr. 
Bramall said that on April roth, 1895, the defendant was fined 
41 and costs for selling milk from which half the cream had 
been abstracted. It was stated that the defendant had lost 
his business and gone into lodgings. Mr. d’Eyncourt said 
it was a serious matter, especially after the warning 
defendant had had. He would now have to pay a fine of 
43, with 12s. 6d. costs, or fourteen days. ‘The money was 

aid. 

; At Worship Street, on January 6th, Simon Segal, living 
in the model dwellings, Booth Street Buildings, Mile End, 
was summoned for breach of the regulations made to prevent 
contamination to milk. Mr. Collman, who prosecuted for 
the London County Council, said that the defendant had 
two rooms in the dwellings named, and vended milk, but 
was not registered at the time of this offence, though he had 
since become so. An inspector learned the facts, and 
visiting the defendant’s place, asked him if he kept any 
milk there or milk cans. He denied having any, but on a 
search milk cans and measures were found in a room which 
was used as a living and sleeping room. One can was 
under the bed, in fact, and all, whilst very dirty, had evi- 
dently been recently used. The defendant, a Polish Jew 
in broken English, said he did not know the cans were 
there. Mr. Corser said it was nonsense, and imposed a fine 
of 40s. and costs.—Rachael Burland, an elderly foreign 
Jewess, was similarly summoned by the London County 
Council. Mr. Collman said the case was a little worse. 
The woman had a small shop at 48, Crispin Street, and 
sold milk. The inspector found cans and measures in a 
bedroom adjoining the shop, and one can was actually 
under the bed, which had evidently been lately occupied. 
Mr. Corser said that it was an abominable condition of 
things, and fined the defendant 4os. and costs. 

Ar Lawford’s Gate Petty Sessions, Robert Banwell, 
farmer, of Willsbridge, was charged with selling milk 20 
per cent. of added water. Defendant said he did not 
deliver milk himself; he had been at the farm nearly 
two years and supplied the milk to dairymen wholesale. 
The magistrates fined the defendant 20s. and 13s. costs, or 
in default, fourteen days’ imprisonment. Defendant said 
the milk was supplied to him just as it came from the cow. 








At Brierley Hill, on January roth, a cook named Sarah 


_ Hobson, engaged at the Beeches, Kingswinford, was charged 


_ prosecuted. 


23 per cent. of added water. 
-vict, but deferred judgment pending the hearing of a case 
against Mrs. 


with selling milk which was not of the nature, quality, and 
substance demanded, on December 2nd. Mr. Van Tromp 
Arthur Toy, 14, stated that on December 
nd. by instructions from the chief inspector, he went to 
The Beeches, Kingswinford, a large family residence. 
Upon going to the rear of the house he saw Hobson there, 
and having asked for a pennyworth of milk was supplied by 
Hobson.  Witness’s father (Samual Toy, assistant- 
inspector), was near, and the sample was divided. 
Hobson admitted having added water to the milk, and 
_ expressed to Samuel Toy the wish that she might change 


_the milk. Various persons were seen coming from the 
_house with milk cans. 


Mr. Van Tromp stated that the cer- 


tificate of the County Analyst showed the sample to contain 
The Bench decided to con- 


Harriet Mills, the Beeches, Kingswinford, 
against whom there was a charge of selling milk other than 


of the quality and substance demanded. The evidence 


given in the preceding case was repeated. Mr. Ensor 
(Wall and Jobson, Dudley), who defended, said Mrs. Mills 
had no knowledge of water being added, and she was greatly 


‘pained and annoyed to find this had occurred. She kept 


cows for her own supply, and it was only when there was 
a larger quantity than was necessary for the household that 
milk was sold. Mrs. Mills had dismissed the cook and had 


stopped the sale of milk. The Bench stated that in their 


opinion sufficient care had not been taken to prevent water 
being added. They fined Mrs. Mills £1 and costs, and 


Hobson also £1 and costs. 


A QUEER MILK CASE. 
AT Southampton on December 24th, Mr. Shepherdson, 


as representing Richardson’s Dairy Farming Company, 


_ Limited, was summoned for selling milk not of the nature 
and quality demanded, the information having been laid by 


Inspector Robinson under the Sale of Food and Drugs 


Act. Mr. Lamport appeared for the defendant Company, 


and evidence having been given of the purchase of a pint 
of milk, and to a portion of it having been analysed by 
Dr. Angell (County Analyst), whose analysis went to show 
that the sample contained 16 per cent. of added water, he 
(Mr. Lamport) submitted that his clients were perfectly 
innocent in regard to the matter, and the defendant was 
entitled to an acquittal under Section 25, he having 
entered into an agreement of some standing with Mr. 
Nutbeem, farmer, of Eastleigh, whereby a warranty was given 
with each consignment. He called Mr. J. F. Richardson, 
who stated that on the 19th of November 28 gallons of milk 
were consigned to the company’s premises in Station-road, 
Eastleigh, and on their arrival he at once supplied 
Lowe with 6% gallons, a statement which Lowe himself con- 
firmed, Lowe adding that almost immediately afterwards 
the pint of milk from which the sample was taken was pur- 
chased from him. The milk was warm when it was handed 
to him, and he went on his round at once. Mr. Lamport 
said this dairy company did a large business at Portsmouth, 
Petersfield, and other places, disposing of some 3,000 
gallons of milk per day. Therefore they took every pre- 
caution to protect themselves, and were most anxious that 
nothing should be done which would be calculated to 
injure their reputation. The magistrates having consulted 
Sir O’Bryen Hoare, said they were unanimously of 
opinion that Mr. Shepherdson was clear of the charge, 
though he thought more care ought to be taken in the 
sending out of milk in cans to different parts of the country. 
It might be that the milk was tampered with between the 
time when it was taken from the farm and delivered to the 
consignees, and through milk being tampered with many 
cases of typhoid fever might be caused. They had had 
painful evidence ef this sort of thing in another part of the 
country, and the same might happen here if proper pre- 
cautions were not taken. There was evidence in this instance 
of some tampering with the milk, but as to where was not 
hown, while as to whether any future prosecutions would 
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arise out of this matter they had nothing to do with now.— 


Charles Saunders, of Market Street, Eastleigh, was next 


summoned for selling adulterated milk on the 30th of 
November, on which day a pint was purchased from his can 
for 13d. Here the added water was stated to be 15 per 
cent. Defendant having no warranty, pleaded guilty, but 
said he purchased the milk from Mr. Richardson, who told 
him that it did not come from Mr. Nutbeem’s farm, but 
from—so he understood—Mr. Walden’s, Knightwood farm, 
in the Romsey Division. Sir O’Brien Hoare told the 


defendant that he was no doubt responsible, and in fining © 


him 2s, 6d. and 17s. 6d. costs said it seemed extraordinary 
that the milk in both these cases should have been supplied 
by the same company, though not from the same farm, 
The defendant would have his remedy against the company, 
and the company against the farmer, supposing they could 
fasten the responsibility upon him. 


MARGARINE. 


AT Leeds, on January 4th, Mr. Atkinson, the Stipen 
diary, fined Michael Mahoney, of 26, Lady Lane, Leeds 
#10, for selling margarine on November roth last, which 
contained 77 per cent. of foreign fat. This was defendant’s 
second offence. Inspector Walker proved the case. He 
sent a woman to the shop on November roth, for 4lbs. of 
butter at 9d. lb.. The lump was brought from .under the 
counter. On examining that portion of the shop used as a 
storeroom, the Inspector saw two boxes open, labelled mar- 
garine, and containing lumps similar to that supplied to him. 
Mr. Child, who defended, produced an invoice which his 
worship refused to accept as a warranty, as he doubted 
whether it had any connection with the Inspector’s sample. 
Mr. Harrison, Town Clerk, prosecuted. 

At Rotherham, on January 6th, Joe Matthewman, a 
shopkeeper in Westgate, was summoned for selling butter 
not of the nature, substance, and quality of the article de- 
manded. Mr. Hickmott (Town Clerk) prosecuted, and 
stated that on December 7th, Mr. C. E. Parkin, jun., as 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts, visited the de- 
fendant’s shop. He saw what appeared to be a quantity of 
butter, and asked for a pound. The butter was weighed, 
and he paid tod. for it. He told the defendant he was an 
inspector, and offered to divide the butter into three parts, 
and the defendant accepted the offer. The certificate of 
the analyst, Mr. A. H. Allen, of Sheffield, was to the effect 
that the sample did not contain more than r5 per cent. of 
butter, and consisted of margarine. The shop adjoined a 
lodging house kept by the defendant. Mr. Gichard de- 
fended, and said his client. pleaded guilty. Nobody had 
really been injured. ‘The shop was kept in connection with 
a lodging-house, and most of the persons supplied with food 
were those frequenting the lodging house. The Mayor: 
That, in my opinion, makes it more serious. Mr. Gichard 
said those persons knew very weil the class of goods they 
purchased. The label margarine was close to the substance 
exposed for sale, but at the time of the inspector’s visit not 
placed where it could be seen. There were also papers in 
the shop with the word margarine printed thereon. They 
were not used on that occasion because the defendant ex- 
pected Mr. Parkin knew what he was buying. A fine of 53s. 
and costs was inflicted. 

AT Bow Street, London, on January 6th, David Lott, 
trading as Lott Brothers, provision dealer, Clare Street, 
Clare Market, appeared to two summonses charging him 
with selling as butter a substance, 94 per cent. of which was 
margarine, without enclosingit ina labelled wrapper describing 
it as margarine. Mr. Ricketts supported the summonses on 
behalf of the Butter Association. Mr. Philcox defended, 
and said his client admitted the offence, but pleaded that he 
acted in ignorance, as he understood the customer to ask 
salt.” The defendant had no 
butter in his shop so cheap as rod. a pound, and most 
people in the neighbourhood knew what they were buying. 
Mr. Ricketts pointed out that the usual price of margarine 
retailed in this district was fourpence a pound, and added 


| that although there were seven tubs of margarine in the 
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ory shop, not one of them was labelled. A fine of £5 and 
_ 12s. 6d. costs was imposed on the first summons ; the 
second was withdrawn. 


Mr. Ricketts applied that the 
prosecuting company should have some of the fine in the 


- shape of costs, but the application was refused. 


At Wednesbury, on January 4th, the adjourned cases 


of Davis Wootton, wholesale grocer, Aston Street Toll 
_ End, and William Hodgetts, grocer, of he same street, 


again came before the Stipendiary. When the partier were 


- last before the bench, Hodgetts was charged with elling 
_. margarine as butter, and he pleaded that he had sold the | 


article just as he received it from Wootton’s shop. Wotton 
was charged with selling margarine as butter to Hodgetts, 
-and also, on a later date, to one of the assistants of Mr. 
Van Tromp. Wootton threw the blame on his manager, 


and the Stipendiary, said a more appropriate title for the’ 


man would be “ mis-manager.” Wootton, who had pre- 
viously been convicted, was fined intwosums of £10 and 
costs each; and Hodgetts was ordered to pay costs.— 
George Stone, 70, Walsall Street, Willenhall, was charged 
with exposing margarine without having it properly labelled. 
His wife appeared, and said her husband was ill and unable 


- toattend. She displayed the margarine, not knowing that 


a label was required, she having been in business only a 
short time. The assistant who made the purchase, said he 
asked for butter, and Mrs. Stone told him that what she was 
giving him was Danish mixture.” Mrs. Stone said that 
was what it was described as to her. Mr. Van Tromp pro- 
duced the analyst’s certificate, which showed that the article 
contained 15 per cent. of real butter. A fine of £5 and 
costs (19s. 6d.) was imposed. 


At Lambeth, on January 6th, Evan Morgan, of Albany- 
road, Camberwell, was summoned by Inspector Heath, on 
behalf of the Camberwell Vestry, for exposing margarine for 
sale without having the same properly labelled. Mr. G. W. 
Marsden appeared in support of the summons, and Mr. 
Ricketts defended.—Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to 
pay a penalty of 45 and costs. 

AT Paisley, before Sheriff Cowan, on January 7th, James 
Paterson and John Fletcher, jun., grocers and provision 
merchants, were charged at the instance of Mr. Charles 
Harding, Chief Constable of Renfrewshire, with having 
contravened the Food and Drugs Act by exposing mar- 
garine for sale in their respective shops at Adelaide Street 
and Queen’s Crescent, Cathcart, on December 3rd, without, 
having affixed to it the regulation label. They each 
admitted the offence, and were dismissed with admonitions. - 


MEAT. 


At the Guildhall, London, James Ind, meat dealer, of 
Northgate, Tetbury, Gloucestershire, was summoned before 
Mr. Alderman Green, at the instance of the Commissioners 
of Sewers, for sending the carcase of a sheep, the carcase of 
a pig, and two pieces of beef, all of which were diseased and 
totally unfit for human food. Dr. W. Sedgwick Saunders, 
Medical Officer of Health for the City, said that the con- 
signment of meat in question was submitted to him by one 
of the sanitary inspectors, who had seized it in the Central 
London Market. The sheep and the pig were in a par- 
ticularly unfit condition for food, and the two pieces of beef 
were apparently part of an animal that had died, or nearly 
so, from disease. The whole of the meat was emaciated, 
and had an offensive odour. Inspector Eglin gave evidence 
as to the seizure of the meat at the shop of Mr. Cue in the 
market. He was informed that they had been sent by the 
defendant for sale in the market. Finding the bad state it 
was in he seized it and submitted it to the last witness. 
Sergeant Hoskins, of the Gloucester Constabulary, said 
when he served the condemnation order upon the defendant, 
he (defendant) said he thought all the meat was good. He 
hoped he would not be summoned, as he had no money to 
pay the fine, and would therefore have to go to prison. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ricketts: The defendant held a 
good character in the neighbourhood. The defence was 
that the animals of which the meat in question formed part 
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posed a fine of £25 and £5 costs, or two months’ im- 
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were bought ‘in open market as good, and that the 








defendant, when he had killed them and sent the carcases _ 


to London, believed thoroughly that it was fit for human _ 
food. The defendant was sworn and gave evidence on his — 


own behalf, and in cross-examination admitted that he had 
been previously cautioned and served with condemnation: 
notes. He had also been summoned at Clerkenwell, and 
Mr. Alderman Green im- 


prisonment. 


GINGER: ANALYSTS AT VARIANCE. 


Ar Widnes Jos. Tranton, Mersey Road, was summoned 


for selling to Walter Bennett a quarter of a pound of ginger — 


which was not of the quality and substance demanded. Mr. 
Rudd, Liverpool, defended. 


evidence as to the purchase of the ginger, Walter Colling- 


wood Williams, public analyst for the County of Lancaster — 


said he found that the sample which he had received was 
distinctly deficient in essential flavouring and ingredients of 
ginger. A microscopical examination showed that it was 
not in its natural state, and that it had evidently been sub- 
jected to some form of artificial treatment. He estimated 
the extent of deprivation at about 5 per cent. as a minimum. 
For the defence Dr. Tate was called. The sample he had re- 
ceived was richer than the genuine Cochin ginger he took as 
standard. He considered it had all its flavouring qualities, | 
and that no flavouring matter had been removed. 
the character of his extract he was of opinion that the 
flavouring matter had not been to any appreciable extent 
altered. The bench characterised the case as very 
doubtful, and dismissed it. ; 


BEER AND SWIPES. 


At Worship Street, London, on January 6th, James Lee, 
landlord of a beerhouse at Great Garden Street, Spital- 
fields, was summoned by the Excise authorities to answer 
a charge of diluting beer. 
Excise, Mr. Margetts defending. 
Excise showed that on the 2nd November a visit was paid 
to the cellar of the defendant’s house, and a sample 
taken of some ale in a barrel which it was admitted was 
not connected with the engine, but, which was only a third © 
full. The analysis proved the addition of water, but the 
defence was that the barrel contained only waste to be 
sent back to the brewers. The defendant’s manager, 
William Lee, his son, and Florence Lee, a daughter of 
the manager, were called as witnesses to prove this. 
The latter said the barrel was marked ‘“‘ waste” in chalk, 


and she pointed it out to the Excise officer, as weil as — 
The # 


pointing out the ale 


which was on draught. 
manager * said that 


the waste in the barrel was 


made up of the dregs of the barrel itself and the wash- — 


ings of two other barrels—a kilderkin and a firkin. It 
was the practice to send the waste of all casks back to 
the brewers, when it was allowed for. The kilderkin and 
firkin he admitted having washed out with water, and put 
the washings into the “ waste.” 


could not afford to do that. 
to use water to get the hops out of the barrels. 


if he did not wash out the barrels the brewers would get 


the benefit of them. Mr. Cluer thought it looked a fraud — 
on the brewers, but an honest explanation as to the Excise. 
Mr. Dennis submitted that even so the publican was liable, — 
as the Act expressly prohibited the publican adding anything 


except “ finings ” for the purpose of clarification to any beer 
in his cellar. 


honest—except as to the fraud on the brewer. A light fine 


Sergeant Bennett having given 


From | 


Mr. Dennis prosecuted for the 
The evidence for the © 


Asked by Mr. Cluer why — 
he did not throw the washings away, the witness said he 
Further, that he was obliged — 
Mr. Cluer: — 
Why not leave the brewers to do their own washing? — 
Witness replied that he wanted the benefit of the hops, and ~ 


It was sufficient for a conviction if he was © 
found in possession of any beer to which anything but — 
finings had been added. Mr. Cluer agreed, and said that 
he was bound to convict, though the explanation might be ~ 


| 


would have met the justice of the case, but Mr. Dennis said 45 
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that in April, 1897, there was a conviction for dilution, and 
Mr. Cluer said that prevented him reducing the penalty 
below a fourth of the maximum. The defendant. was 
_ ordered to pay £12 10s., which was paid. 


Ene Shy YEAST. 


For selling yeast which contained 7 per cent. of potato 
_ starch, Annie Stephens, 45, Paddington, was fined ros. and 
_ costs at the Liverpool Police court, on December 22nd. 


A VICTIM OF SPURIOUS COFFEE BEANS. 


_ At Weobley, George Sidney Anderson, of Weobley, 
baker and grocer, was summoned for selling a certain 
quantity of coffee adulterated with chicory. P.C. Wright 
‘said he went to the defendant’s shop on November 29th 
_and asked for three-quarters of a pound of coffee. He told 
_ defendant he did not want the mixture. Defendant said 

he had not any berries ground, so got down a tin and 
emptied the berries into the mill, and he (witness) helped 
him to grind them. He asked him to divide it into three 
_ parts, and paid him rs. 3d. for it. He told defendant he 
_ wanted it for analysis, and assisted him to take it up and 


seal it, and left the one portion with him, giving his reasons 


_ for so doing. Defendant said to him, “ Well, nothing can be 
purer than the berries, and you see that for yourself.” Supt. 
_ Strangward said he sent the coffee to the analyst, and _ pro- 
_ duced the certificate received from him, which was to the 
effect that the coffee consisted of 20 per cent. of chicory. 
- Defendant said he could not understand it. He very 
rarely sold any coffee, and had not sold any for three 
months. He had only got the berries, and they were a 
portion of some he bought five years ago. He had not got 
any chicory, and never bought any. He put the berries 
‘only into the mill, and ground them in the presence of the 
_ purchaser. The Bench retired for a short time to consult, 
and, on returning, the Chairman said there was no doubt 
_ that the sample before them >was certainly not pure coffee, 
and it appeared to them that the supposed berries were 
_ made up from a mixture. He pointed out to defendant 
_ that he had a remedy against the person from whom he pur- 
chased them-if they were not the quality he ordered. It 
was their duty to protect the public from being supplied 
with adulterated articles, and a fine of £1, including costs, 
_ would be imposed. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Warminster, on January 6th, John Edwin Cornish, 
grocer, of Warminster, was summoned by Frank Beardsley, 
Inspector of Weights and Measures under the County 
Council, for selling to him a quantity of olive oil, adulterated 
with 95 per cent. of refined cotton-seed oil, on November 
27th. Defendant was fined #2 and costs. Mr. Cornish 
asked for permission to appeal. 


DISEASED MEAT SCANDAL IN EDINBURGH AND A 
VETERINARY SURGEON’S CERTIFICATE. 


In Edinburgh, on January 7th, a petition was presented 
asking for the destruction of the carcase of a bullock which 
had been seized in the Edinburgh slaughter-houses by one of 
the inspectors of markets for the city, and condemned by 

_ them as diseased and unsound and unfit for human food, 
and which was intended for human consumption. The 
owner of the carcase, an Edinburgh butcher, was repre- 
sented by Mr. Weston Leys, who presented a certificate 
from a veterinary surgeon at Kirkliston certifying the car- 
case in question as fit for human food. Evidence 
was given by the market inspectors as to the con- 
dition of the carcase. Sir Henry Littlejohn said he had 
seen the carcase, and it was quite unfit for human food. 
The flesh was sodden, and it was generally damp and de- 
composing. Mr. : Have you seen the certificate from 
the veterinary surgeon in the country? Sir Henry: That 
was at once handed to me. The Magistrate: And how do 
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you think this can be squared ? Sir Henry : This man, I ee as 


have no doubt, is the private veterinary attendant on the 


stretch a point ; but there can be no doubt that no veterinary 
surgeon ought to have passed this carcase. 
scandal. Mr. asked whether it was possible that the 
state of the carcase when seen by this veterinary surgeon 
was such to warrant him in granting the certificate. Sir 
Henry: Certainly not; I saw it on the same date as the 
certificate was granted. Mr. —— stated that the Public 
Health (Scotland) Act, which had come into force on the 
first of this year, provided that. the possession of such | 
a certificate as had been granted exempted the owner 
of the carcase from any penalty. At the conclusion 
of the. evidence, Mr. Leys said that he could offer no 





objection to the prayer of the petition, but certainly his — 


client could not be prosecuted, because he was protected by 


this certificate, which had been granted by a veterinary — 


surgeon appointed by the authorities for that purpose. In 
granting the order, the Magistrate (Mr. Gulland), said there 
was very great risk to the public health in a country sur- 
geon, or any surgron, giving a certificate for flesh in such a 
wretched condition as that carcase appeared to have been, 
and he was very glad that the case had come up, and that it 
had been proved up to the very hilt that this animal should 
never have been sent to the slaughter-house. It was for- 
tunate that it had been noticed by their inspector, otherwise 
it might have been a very serious thing for the public. 
Fora skilled veterinary surgeon to bave done a thing of this 
kind was most reprehensible. He could not understand it. 


Mr. Leys said he quite acquiesced in what the magistrate | 


had said. 


ADULTERATION AT BIRKENHEAD. 
CHICORY AND MARGARINE, 


SARAH Morton, 46, Brassey Street, was fined 17s. and 
ros. costs on January 7, for selling a mixture of coffee and 
chicory as coffee, 17s. and ros. costs for selling margarine 
as butter, 1s. and 6s. 6d. costs for exposing the margarine 
for sale without a label attached, and ts. and 6s. 6d. costs 
for not wrapping up the margarine in a stamped wrapper, 
the total penalties amounting to 43 9s.—Richard Towler, 
296, Laird Street, was fined 5s., including costs, the 
analyst’s fee being disallowed, for selling a mixture of coffee 
and chicory as coffee. In this instance the boy sent in to 
buy the coffee asked for “two ounces of coffee for 13d.” 
Mr. Fearnley, Deputy Town-clerk, prosecuted in all the 
cases. 


PROSECUTIONS IN BIRMINGHAM. 


At Birmingham Police-court, on December 24th, Charles 
Wall, provision dealer, 17, Vaughton Street, was summoned 
for not complying with the provisions of the Margarine 
Act, by selling margarine in an unlabelled wrapper. Mr. 
Hiley, from the Town Clerk’s office, appeared to prosecute, 
and said that defendant not only sold the margarine in an 
unlabelled wrapper, but when the inspector took the parcel 
into the shop defendant snatched it from him and threw it 
under the counter. The defendant contended that he only 
took the parcel to put the proper label on it, and it dropped 
from his hand. A fine of £5 and costs was imposed. 
William Foster, milk-seller, Cuckoo Road, Nechells, was 





fined 208. and costs for selling milk deficient of 30 per cent. 





of fat on November 24th. William Henry Richardson, 
Railway Terrace, Nechells, was fined 5s. and costs for 
selling milk containing 28 per cent. of water on the 
24th ult. Mrs. Richardson explained that they had only 
sold milk for two months, and it was supplied to Inspector 
Jones in the same condition in which she received it. She 
had given up milk-selling now. The Bench believed the 
statement, hence the light penalty. Philip Walsh, milk- 
seller, High Park Street, Nechells, was fined 20s. and costs 
for selling milk from which 23 per cent. of fat had been 
abstracted. ‘The defence was that the milk was sold in the 
same state as it was supplied by a dealer. 





It was quite a | : 







< 4 J “9 Sell 
oahe sos Saeko ce an ees 
FT See ae vd 


o 
cs 


Fonte x es 


A 


22 ea So. 
FOOD AND 


> 





THE. SALT HABE cee 


“THE use of salt as a condiment is so general and so 
universally believed in as necessary that we rarely hear a 
_ word against its excessive use, but there are a multitude of 
_ persons who eat far too much salt—eat it on everything, on 
meat, fish, potatoes, melons, in butter, on tomatoes, turnips 
and squash, in bread, and on a host of foods too numerous 
to mention. Toso great an extent is it used that no food 
is relished which has not a salty taste, and this hides more 
or less the real taste, which is often very delicate. Now, 
the amount of salt required in the system is comparatively 
small, and if the diet has been rightly compounded, very 
little is necessary. 

Some go so far as to discard its use altogether; but 
_whether this is wise or not we will not here consider. 
What are some of the evils of the excessive use of salt ? 
They are to paralyse the nerves of taste, or to pervert them 
so they cannot enjoy anything which has not a salty 
flavour, and, in addition, there is a direct tax on both the 
skin and the kidneys in removing it from the blood. 
Whether the skin is harmed by this tax we do not know. 
Possibly it is not greatly injured; yet we know that few 
people possess a healthy skin ; but it is now pretty well 
settled than an excessive use of salt does overtax the 
kidneys in its removal, and that the great number of cases 
of derangement and disease of these organs is due to this 
use. It takes only a little time to learn to enjoy many 
kinds of food without salt, and we advise our readers and 
others to look into this matter, and to try and. diminish the 
use of this condiment so far as possible. We believe they 
will be better for it—/ournal of Hygiene. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 





PRESERVATIVES IN FOOD. 
To the Editor of Food AND SANITATION. 


S1r,—Dr. Williams makes two statements which are 
absolutely the opposite of well-known facts: (1) That 
large doses of boric acid, etc., are injurious. (6) That none 
of these substances is a food or a natural constituent of 
food. With regard to (1), many experiments have 
been made by the most careful scientific men of our 
generation, both medical men and others, with the result 
that it has been demonstrated again and again that 
large, even very large doses, much in excess of the B.P. 
doses of five to thirty grains, are not only not injurious, 
but conduce to good health in man and other animals, 
while (6) isa statement that no one who was in the least 
acquainted with the facts would attempt to make. Boric 
acid is found in grapes, peaches, quinces, apricots, 
almonds, nuts, oranges, lemons, figs, dates, peas, tomatoes, 
potatoes, cresses, carrots, beetroots, onions, mushrooms, 
Brussels sprouts, green coffee, chicory, in nearly every grain 
used as food, in the leaves of the plantain, tobacco, and in 
many flowers. Dr. R. H. Chittenden, Professor of Physi- 
ology at Yale University, after a long study of the action of 
borax and boric acid, and almost numberless experiments, 
says: “We know that borax and boric acid are both exempt 
from ordinary toxic properties.” Jay and Dupasquier have 
shown, in January, 1896, how mistaken many were in fancy- 
ing that foods did not naturally contain boric acid, and 
demonstrated that boric acid is spread over the greater 
part of the globe, and is absorbed by _ vegetables, 
cultivated or not, and whether grown in the earth or 
in the water. In April, 1896, Dr. Leroux reported the result 
of his experiments on a dog 22 lb. weight, and only five 
months old. He began with 30 grains a day on September 
29th, 1895, increased it to 60 grains daily on October 2nd, and 
to 105 grains daily on October 8th, which was continued to 
December 21st. Judging that was quite enough trial of this 
big dose, as the dog remained perfectly healthy, he reduced 
the dose to 30 grains daily, and kept that up until the date 
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of his report on April 25th, 1896. . He says he has seen as 
much as 835 grains given as a dose without any injury to 
the human patient. . “ie 

If Dr. Williams could prove his statement, why did he 
not appear in the witness-box at Chepstow when I was” 
brought over by the defendant in the case to confront him, — 
or any witness, that might be put up to make unfounded 
statements ? Why did the Glamorganshire County Council, 
whose medical health officer he is, pay £23 costs, and 
then funk the case entirely? Will Dr. Williams appear on 
January 12th at Pontypridd, and swear to his unfounded — 
statements? I hope he will, and it won’t take us long to. 
show how little he really knows about the action of the 
borates. 

He quotes Dr. Rideal, but forgets to quote page 99 of 
Dr. Rideal’s book, published in 1895, where it is asserted | 
that boric acid ‘‘ has no corrosive action either on tissues or — 
metals,” while common salt has a fiercely corrosive action 
on metals, and hardens tissue, which the borates do not. 

Sodium chloride—that is, common salt—is an irritant © 
poison, and causes well-known diseases. The borates have 
never yet been proved to cause any disease, but are well | 
known to cure several. The fact is this attack on our most 
useful and only thoroughly wholesome preservative is made, 
not to protect the public health, as the public health has 
greatly improved since their introduction, replacing pre- — 
servation by salt, the brine of which is often infested with 
ptomaines and low organisms most injurious to health ; it is 
simply made to secure more fees for the analysts, and its 
only ground is that medical men who have neither time nor | 
ability to find out the real cause of diseases they don’t 
understand, say ‘‘They may be attributable to these and 
other antiseptics.” ; 

However, we shall soon show these gentlemen that 
“maybe’s ” will avail them very little when they are in a 
position where we can examine them and show their want 
of practical knowledge with regard to this matter. 

‘““ Maybe’s”. may go down, as claptrap too often does, 
with an audience who are devoid of knowledge of a subject, 
but will not pass muster before any calm, impartial judge.— 
Yours, &c., R. GIBson. 

Limerick. 


PURE MILK AND ITS ADULTERATION.—II. 


By W. Wi uraMs, M.A., M.D., D.P.H., M.O.H., 
GLAMORGAN CouNTY COUNCIL. 


(Concluded from Page 646.) 


(3) Sterilisation. The complete sterilisation of milk is 
by no means an easy matter. Its object is to destroy any 
morbific germs and spores which may be in the fluid, and 
doubtless all spores and germs can be destroyed when the 
process is properly carried out. 

The milk first undergoes upward filtration to remove all 
solid matter. It then passes into the bottling tray, from 
which the syphons will automatically fill any bottles placed 
upon them. The ‘filled bottles are then removed to the 
sterilising chamber for the preliminary heating, or fore- 
warming by steam, to about 190° F. The object of this 
forewarming is to kill the living micro-organisms and to 
develop the spores of bacteria, thus ensuring their sub- 
sequent effectual destruction. This temperature is main- 
tained for about forty minutes. Then the “sterilisation 
proper” commences, the milk being heated to 212° F., and 
maintained at this heat for some time (about one and a-half 
hours). It is essential that during both these processes of 
forewarming and of sterilising, all air be totally excluded 
from the milk until the time of closing the bottles, and that 
the stoppers be perfectly air-tight. After the “ sterilisation 
proper,” the bottles are allowed to cool down and then 
labelled, so as to be ready for distribution or storage. 

Milk in large cans is treated in precisely a similar manner, 
but it is necessary to steam it for a longer period in pro- 
portion to the larger bulk, 




















_ Properly sterilised milk will keep for an indefinite time. 
_ The sterilisation of milk on the large scale originated in 
Germany, has extended to America, France, Switzerland, 
Belgium, Holland, &c., and is now becoming popular in 
England and Wales. Several of the more enterprising 
milk companies have taken it up, and it appears to me that 
there i is a great future before it. Although sterilised milk 
_has undergone slight changes in the process, and some con- 
tend that its digestibility and nutritious qualities have been 
~ somewhat impaired, it appears to me far preferable as food 
_ for children and invalids to milk which may contain patho- 
genic organisms, and which may have been doctored by 
the ‘addition of chemical antiseptics. For nutritive value, 
no doubt, as Dr. Thomson, New York, observes, that milk 
‘is the best which is “ drawn by clean hands from the 
healthy cow into bottles that have been sterilised by boiling 


treated.” 
_____ Several methods have been suggested, and are in use, for 
ying out in the household the sterilisation of milk. 
_ The advantages claimed for sterilised milk are: 
1. All risk of infection by contamination is removed, 
and the milk, being free from germs of any kind, is recom- 
_ mended by the highest medical authorities as being the 
only milk which can be used with perfect safety in we 
nursery or in the sick-room. 
2. No chemicals or other preparation whatever are 
_ added to the milk, which is delivered to the consumer in a 
state of absolute purity. 
3. It is a fact proved by ample experience that this milk 
‘is more easily digested than ordinary milk. 
4. Contamination by every kind of impurity through the 
~ milk being in contact with a dust and germ-laden atmo- 
_ sphere in the delivery and storage is totally avoided. 
_ 5. It isa great advantage to be able to keep a supply 
of milk on hand in the store-room ready for use at any 
eee. 
- In. addition to being applicable for every household 
purpose, it possesses these additional and most important 
_ advantages over ordinary milk : 
6. It is not more expensive than the highest quality of 
raw milk. 

7. It cannot be tampered with or adulterated ; it is 
supplied with all the original cream in transparent glass 
bottles with hermetically closed stoppers. 

8. It will not turn sour for an indefinite period if un- 
opened. Even after opening it will keep for days. 
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Il. Preservatives of Milk, The’ following are the 


chemicals which are most commonly used for preserving — 


milk, and of late years the use of some of them has become 
very general: (1) Borax and boric acid; (2) formaldehyde; 
(3) salicylic acid. Boric acid and its derivatives are the 
most common, and are sold to dairymen and farmers under 
protected names, with directions how and in what quantity 


they are to be added. On analysis the various commercial - 


boric preservatives gave the following results : 


Dry Borax. Boric Acid. Water. Total. 
15°15 (53) Se SCC ee We) 531 
23°80* ami SEO 59°2 

4°I ath Cop ne ren ny We] S37 
12°0 se Sar ey nek S419 55°38 
21°O Se PO tic ag TKO 58'0 
7°6 5e INS ae ‘9 56'9 
o"o Seen T OOS Ho. (OFO 56°6 
23'4 $A Olas se pts 20 58°3 
268 SONDM bt tw GTS 57°6 
Average 56°6 

A table compiled by R. T. Thomson (Azadyst, 1896, 





p-. 65) is interesting as showing the relative preservative 
action of various substances. Measured quantities of the 
.same milk in stoppered bottles and under identical con- 
ditions were experimented upon and occasionally examined. 
It would’appear from the above table that formaldehyde 
(CH,O) is by far the most effective. ‘“ Formalin” is a 
40 per cent. solution of formaldehyde, and it is said that the 
addition of 0°05 per cent. preserves milk for months. Ac- 
cording to Rideal such a solution does not communicate 
any taste or smell to the milk. 

From the above table it would appear that a mixture of 
borax and boric acid in equal parts is more efficacious than 
an equal weight of boric acid. 

It is said that salicylic acid (C,;H,O;) is but seldom used 
in this country. Of 27 samples of various foods examined 
in one month by Dr. Hill, Birmingham, one sample of 








* The water here is practically sufficient to combine with borax as 
crystallised borax. In the others it is insufficient, and shows that the 
preservative has been partially de-hydrated. It is seen that although 
the composition (proportion of boric acid to borax) varies greatly, the 
amount of boric anhydride (B,O,) therein is fairly constant, and 
averages 56°6 per cent., or an amount equivalent to that contained in 
boric acid (H,BO,). 
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_ TABLE SHOWING THE RELATIVE PRESERVATIVE ACTION OF VARIOUS SUBSTANCES, 














Grains of Preserva- Af d 
Preservative used. tive per gallon of | *. beg eats 
Sait ing 2 days. 
Beremilk.  .... in oa — Distinctly 
; turned 
Formic aldehyde (40%) S275 Sweet 
‘O125% 
” ” 175 Sweet 
"025% 
. $ tas 35 Sweet 
| , | 05% 
Boric acid... = bis 35 : Sweet 
Bat. 05% 
Boric acid + borax (calcula- 35 Sweet 
ted to boric acid). (17'5 of each) 
Salicylic acid ... pyr Sweet 
"025% 
4 Be 35 Sweet 
; "05% 
Benzoic acid .. 175 m Sweet 
(625% 
































After 8 days. | After 11 days. 
After stand- | After stand- | After stand- |_—————}——____—. 
ing 4 days. | ing 6 days. | ing 7 days. | Lactic acid. | Lactic acid. 
per cent. per cent. 
Slightly sour Sour Sour and 68 “ar 
curdled 
Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweet Sour and 
T2 curdled 
*43 
Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweat Sweet 
‘IO ai} 
Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweet 
‘O7 ‘LO 
Sweet Turned | Sour and “42 "52 
curdled 
Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweet Sour 
Sweet Sweet Turned Sour "42 
26 
Sweet Sweet Sweet Sweet Sour 
“10 ae 
Sweet Slightly Sour Sour 52 
turned "45 
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a few days ago thus: 


is prohibited absolutely. 


thick cream contained this acid. Of 361 ae of mnie | } 
~ examined 30 contained boric acid. 


Now the question is whether these substances (especially 
the boric preservatives) are (1) necessary to preserve milk for 


such times as are advisable, and (2) are they injurious to 


health when taken even in small quantities for any length of 
time ? 

A very important dairy company in London wrote to me 
‘We do not use boric acid or any 
preservative in milk, and it is quite unnecessary in London if 
the milk be properly cooled after milking. We have no 


- trouble, either summer or winter, in delivering milk in a 


perfectly sweet condition twelve hours after cooling.” 

In France the use of chemicals as preservatives of food 
Germany has also legislated 
against it. Italy, Spain, and, I believe, Portugal, Brazil, 
and many of the small American States have done likewise. 
Some of the largest milk supply companies in London and 
the provinces entirely forbid it, thus showing that there is no 
absolute necessity for its use. 

It may be said, and with truth, that the addition of borax 
or boric acid will tend to prevent the formation in milk of 
the poisons which may be produced by bacterial decom- 
position. But, at the same time, if dairymen are allowed to 
add borax or boric acid at their own free will, they will be 
under the temptation of keeping milk longer than they 
would otherwise do, and thus the public will in the end run 
the double danger of boric acid A/ws decomposing milk. 
Dr. Alfred Hill, Medical Officer of Health for Birming- 
ham, in his Annual Report for 1890, writes: ‘‘One of the 
most dangerous points about the use of preservatives ap- 
pears to me to be that they enable milk to be sold as fresh 
which has actually begun to turn sour, but not enough to be 
readily detected by the taste, though sufficiently so to prove 
injurious to health, particularly to that of children. They 
also induce a carelessness about the thorough cleanliness of 
the dairy vessels.” 

Scrupulous cleanliness should always be observed in the 
handling and distributing of milk, and it appears to me that 
in addition to this, the only legitimate methods for its pre- 
servation are those of refrigeration, boiling, and sterilisation, 
whereby nothing is introduced that alters its quality. My 
opinion is that preservatives are unnecessary. 

(2) Is continued ingestion of even small quantities of 
boric preservatives injurious to health ? 

As far as large doses of borax and boric acid are con- 
cerned the prevailing opinion among medical men of 
authority is that they are injurious. 

It appears from Kobert’s Lehrbuch der Intoxtkationen 
that cases of slight poisoning have occurred and occasion- 
ally death. The symptoms appear to be due to the irrita- 
tion of the gastro-intestinal canal, decomposition of the 
blood, and irritation of the nervous system. Large doses 
appear to cause diarrhoea, wasting, weakness of the muscles 
of the heart, and purpura of the skin. 

According to Professor Mattern, eight grains of boric 
acid given daily to dogs made them unwell in a few days, 
causing diarrhoea and other symptoms of disturbed digestion. 
Forster is of opinion that even small doses of it are injurious 
to digestion. It has been shown by Schlanker that eight 
grains and upwards daily added to human food affected the 
absorption of the nutritive portions of the food. 

Several authors have said that 40 to 60 grains of borax 
might be taken for several months without causing any 
disagreeable symptoms, but other observers saw symptoms of 
poisoning from these doses in man in the course of a few days. 

It was the opinion of Sir Andrew Clarke that many 
diseases, the origin of which doctors were unable to trace, 
were attributable to these and other antiseptics; and he 
considered that such compounds may become destructive to 
health when taken in small doses and continued over long 
periods, Sir Henry Thompson’s opinion was that- boric 

acid in full doses is an irritant to the digestive organs ; but 
that it was doubtful if the small doses added to milk would 
be injurious to adults, and that children, however, are much 
more liable to injury by such small doses. Dr. Lauder 
Brunton regarded the question as a difficult one, though boric 





acid is. eee 4 to abe a ‘powed ia large doses, and has been 


_ found injurious when added to articles of food. 7 


In the report of the Local Government Board, 1890-91, 
it is stated : 


in large quantities, would be injurious to health, but we 


have not sufficient information to show whether such minute © 


amounts as are generally added as preservatives could be 


regarded as having that effect, and more exact information — 
is wanted before it can be decided whether a process — 


which prima facie may be regarded as intended to prevent — 
the loss of valuable food must be held to be prohibited ban 
law. 

The Select Committee on Food Products Adulteration 
which drew up a report in July, 1896, did not offer any pro- | 
nouncement upon the injuriousness or otherwise of food 
preservatives. 
matters to a Court of Reference of experts, the creation of 
which they were led to recommend, for they considered the © 


“There is no doubt that boric acid, if taken ; 


The Committee were content to refer such — 
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matter one which deserved further investigation by re- — 


cognised scientific authorities with a view to an expression 
of an opinion that would be regarded as authoritative. 

From the opinions of medical men of recognised au- 
thority, expressed in answer to inquiries made by “ The 
Lancet Special Commission on the Use of Antiseptics in 
Food, January, 1897,” it would appear that Bey are all 
agreed— 

(1) That ane doses of boric acid, etc., are ie 
jurious. . 

(2) That our present knowledge of the physiological 
action of these drugs in small doses is not definite enough 
to enable a decisive opinion to be given as to injury to 
health, but that their continued ingestion—even in small 
doses—is undesirable, and might prove injurious to health. 

(3) That the daily and habitual consumption of thése 
substances in articles of food by individuals of all ages, in- 
cluding infants and invalids, is a most undesirable practice. 

(4) That when made use of, a full description of oe 
nature and quantity should be declared. 

(5) That boric acid should not be administered to 
children except under medical advice, for it isa drug whose 
continued use it is impossible to say is free from danger. 

(6) That none of these substances isa food, or a natural 
constituent of food, neither do they enter into the formation 
of any part of the human body. On the other hand, they 
are drugs used in medicine for definite purposes. 

The English law, as it stands at present, is very in- 
definite as regards these important questions. The aim 
of further legislation should be to forbid the practice alto- 
gether, or else, recognising the necessity of these pre- 
servatives, place them under rigid control. It is highly 
undesirable and wrong that the use of drugs as food pre- 
servatives should be left in the hands of those who have no 
knowledge whatever of the nature of drugs. The question 
should be settled entirely on the evidence of medical men. 
of recognised authority. There can be no doubt that the 
principle is utterly bad, and the practice of drugging the 
people promiscuously and without their knowledge, and by 
incompetent persons, when they are in good health is very 
dangerous. 

To summarise, I am of opinion that the addition of boric 
acid and boric preservatives to milk is unnecessary, undesir- 
able, and unjustifiable, for they are drugs whose continued 
ingestion it is impossible to say is free from danger. 

I have brought before you the subject of ‘ Pure Milk 
and its Adulteration ” for the following reasons : 

(1) I consider it has a great influence on the sth - 
health, especially of children and invalids. 

(2) It is a subject which is rarely brought before 
Medical Officers of Health unless they happen to hold the 
position of Public Analysts as well. 

(3) Its possible influence for evil being less apparent, 
it is therefore less appreciated than many other dangers to 
health. 

It will be well if the Government sees fit to devote at an 
early date the requisite attention to this question and the 
entire matter of the food supply, and all things therewith 
connected. 
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COCOA, MILK, AND TEA ADULTERATIONS. 


ONE result of the inexplicable delay of the Govern- 
ment in dealing with adulteration (although the urgent 
need of more effective legislation was long ago pressed 
upon Parliament by a House of Commons Select Com- 
mittee) is that on every side there is an alarming increase in 
the adulteration and drugging of foods and drinks, and 
that the druggings in particular are dangerous to public 
health. 

Forty-three years ago a Government Inquiry elicited the 
fact that adulteration prevailed in nearly every article that it 
paid to adulterate. Cocoa and chocolate contained maranta, 








East India, Tacca, or Tahiti arrowroots, tous les mois 
wheat flour, Indian corn, sago, potato, tapioca, sugar, 
chicory, and were coloured with Venetian-red red-ochre, etc. 
Tea at that time, in additicn to exhausted tea-leaves, was 
adulterated with the leaves of the sycamore, horse-chestnut, 


and plum, and with paddy, husk, sand, and starch, coloured. 
with plumbago, black-lead, gum, indigo, Prussian blue, etc., 
and flavoured with sulphate of iron, catechu-gum, /a /Vevo- 


~ beno, and Chinese botanical powder. 


An investigation of the present day adulterations of foods 
proves that the frauds are far worse in some respects than 
was the case forty-three years ago. It is true we no longer 
have (save by accident) poisons in food of the alarming 
character then occasionally found, but public ignorance, the 
indifference of Parliament, and the greed of a large class of 
traders have brought about a dangerous state of things 
which cannot be paralleled in even the most corrupt South 
American republics. Well-nigh everywhere, save in the 
United Kingdom, drugging of foods for home consumption 
is prohibited by law under severe penalties, but here 
through Parliament’s supineness the law permits any manu- 
facturer to tamper with foods in various objectionable ways, 
and there is no punishment for the offence. The Isle of 
Wight analyst, Mr. Otto Hebner, in his last report has to 


confess that ‘Hardly any butter is now sold 
which does not contain from 3} to 1 _ per 
cent. of boracic acid or _ borax, while jams 


contain salicylic acid, and nearly all bacon is. cured with 
salt or borax.” In a word, surreptitious drugging of foods 
is the rule in the United Kingdom. The agents usually 
employed in the drugging of milk are: Borax, boracic 
acid, benzoic acid, salicylic acid, formic aldehyde, glycerol, 
sucrose, sodium carbonate, sodium bicarbonate, sodium 
fluoride. On several oceasions severe illness is recorded in 
human subjects on using boracic acid as an antiseptic, and 
also on subcutaneous injection. In very careful and re- 
peated experiments on the utilisation of food in human 
subjects, it has been found that a daily dose of from 
o's gram to 3 grams of boracic acid added to human diet 
affects the absorption of the nutritive substances ingested, 
and probably occasions an increased separation of intestinal 
epithelia, or an increased secretion of intestinal mucus. 
The use of preparations of borax for preserving meats is 
prohibited for the German navy. The addition of boracic 
acid or its compounds to milk must not be tolerated, 
especially if the milk is to be used by infants and 
invalids. 

Dr. M. K. Robinson, Medical Officer of Health for the 
East Kent district, was requested to investigate a sudden 
serious outbreak of illness in a religious house containing 
five sisters, with cook and housemaid. Although no fatal 
results had accrued, the symptoms were severe and con- 
valescence protracted. Five out of the’seven inmates were 
attacked within a short period of each other, thus indicating 
some common origin as the source of the mischief. Sus- 
picion was attached to the milk supplied to the household, 
which had been taken alone, blended with tea, and in the form 
of blancmange. To the morning and afternoon supply 
the cook had added a preservative, which was found to 
contain as its basis boracic acid. A sample, as delivered 
by the dairyman, was analysed, and found also to con- 
tain a similar substance. Thus, for the same purpose, 
a preservative had been added both before and after 
its arrival at the house, by which treatment an over- 
dose had been unintentionally administered. Permission 
was obtained to give the portion of unconsumed blanc- 
mange to nine fowls. Five devoured the food with 
avidity, and thus secured a larger portion than the remain- 
ing four, and, though vigorous pullets, they all died. The 
remaining four suffered badly, but ultimately recovered. 
Dr. Robinson urges that the presence of the drug should 
be recognised as an injurious adulteration. If such results, 
he says, can be produced in the case of adults, it is not 
unreasonable to presume that infants cannot take with 
impunity long continued doses in their staple food. 

Milk is a true food, and on no account should any 
persons be permitted, no matter how specious the excuses, 
to tamper with its absolute purity, or to introduce drugs or 
foreign substances of any kind into this essential article of 
diet. Tea is by no means so important as milk; but the 
government has suppressed frauds in tea, and unscrupulous- 
ness and greed can no longer adulterate tea with sycamore, 
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- horse-chestnut, and plum leaves; nor can drugs be added to 
conceal the inferiority of the article. The government 


stopped that effectually by causing all tea to be analysed by . 


the Customs’ chemists, the result being that frauds in tea dis- 
appeared as if by magic. What defence, then, can the 
government offer for permitting milk to be drugged with 
boracic and other substances, or food like cocoa to be 
drugged with kola and mixed with hops, damaged wheat, 
flour, arrowroot, sugar, starches, malt, or whatever inferior 
substances manufacturers choose to put in for the sake 
of extra profit? Samples analysed recently by Dr. Hill, 
Birmingham, have shown adulterations of sugar 4o per 


cent., and starch 15 per cent., and kola, malt and hops’ 


have also been found mixed with cocoa. Kola we are 
told, is much affected by savages in Africa, and therefore 
it is alleged that it should be added to cocoa for con- 
sumption by civilised persons here. A truer reason for 
its use as an adulterant of cocoa, we suspect, is that 
it costs about 34d. per lb, and, as it is sold 
mixed with cocoa to the public at about 2s. od. 
per lb, the reason of the drugging is  mani- 
fest. We confess to a feeling of mingled disgust and 
surprise that persons can be found so ignorant as to recom- 
mend civilised English people to emulate the eating habits 
of African savages. 

We suppose the next quackery will be the wondrous 
beverage of the Apache Indians. This is so very like unto 
kola in the marvellous properties claimed for it, that it is 
curious its possibilities as an adulterant have not been yet 
exploited by some quack. The African savage with his 
kola nut has his prototype in the Indian of the Apache 
Mountains who eats clay, and this habit of clay-eating is 
looked upon by the natives in much the same light 
as inebriation by liquor in this country. The clay 
eaten is of a dirty white colour, has a peculiar oily 
appearance, and does not crumble, but becomes sticky 
when moistened. It is held in the mouth until it dissolves, 
and is swallowed in small quantities. It evidently 
possesses some nourishment, and the opinion prevails 
among those fascinated with it that persons can subsist on 
it for days without any other food. As liquor brings a 
flushed look about the face, so does clay eating bring 
a peculiar pallor, and soon a prematurely old, wrinkled 
look. The mind seems to be depressed and under a 
cloud, and all vivacity and emotion reduced to a low level. 
This habit has a strange effect on Englishmen-—all white 
men, in fact. Besides turning the skin yellow, it brings 
about a great fear of the supernatural, sometimes making 
brave men timid. — 

There is a strong family likeness between these two 
food delicacies commended to us by the latest food quacks 
for sustentation. ‘Thus Kola is looked upon as inebriating 
and so is Apache Mountain Clay, whilst both enable their 
savage eaters to subsist for days without any other foods. 
As Apache Clay has these same properties and costs less 
than 33d. per lb., we may reasonably expect to see it shortly 
eulogised as the latest great food discovery culled from the 
experiences of Indian braves and. African porters, whose 
calling entitles them, of course, to the highest recognition 
as food experts. 

As the late Dr. Buckland was an earth taster his name 
ought to be enough to cause Apache Clay to take its place 
in a new cocoa, or other food quackery, and belauded as 
a boon. Thus progressing, in a while we may attain the 
beatitude of the Babylonians, who possessed a unique 
beverage called Cuttach of which the Adodah Zarah 
says :— 

“It possessed marvellous properties ; it obstructs the 
heart, because it contains whey of milk ; it blinds the eyes, 
because it contains a peculiar salt which has this property ; 
and it emaciates the body, because of the putrefied bread 
which is mixed with it. Jf poured upon stones it breaks 
them ,; and it isa proverb, that ‘It is better to eat a stinking 
fish than take cuttach.’” 

The methods of manufacturing this delightful drink 
have unfortunately been lost, but we need not give way to 
despair. With Coca wines containing 29 per cent. alcohol, 
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and beef extracts having 20 per cent. poison, and cocoa 
plus Kola, malt, and hops, we are surely, if slowly, proving 
that they “ didn’t know everything down in Judee.” 
why limit our imitation of the savage to his taste in 
beverages, nuts, or earth? Why destroy putrid meat when 
the Kaffir and Hottentot devours it with gusto? Why wash 


when we might enjoy the luxury of daubing our bodies with — 


rancid grease? Do not the savages who indulge in the 


delights of Kola also enjoy these further joys? 


In truth, we have reached a pretty pass when the 
public will accept, without demur or expressions of disgust, 
advice to imitate the filthy habits of pitiably-degraded 
African negroes. 

It is because of public ignorance and Parliamentary 
indifference that the evils we allude to have become so 
widespread that nearly every article of food is drugged by 
butcher, bacon factor, butter merchant, or milk vendor at 
their own sweet will. No wonder that the mortality in the 
United Kingdom of artificially-fed infants is a disgrace to 
civilisation. Parliament meets in a few weeks, when steps 
will be taken to bring the full force of these scandals 
before the Ministers responsible for their continuance, and 
a bill to suppress the evils be brought before Parliament. 


In pure cocoa we have a beverage and a true food. 


which has stood the test of time, and the value of 
which has been proved by cividised scientific men the world 
over. It is an outrage on the health of the public that it 
should be falsified with a drug like Kola, which, however it 
may suit the constitution and natures of African savages, is 
found to be a dangerous incentive to drunkenness when 
taken by Europeans and civilised peoples. 

_ Tea, devoid of real food value, has its purity as a 
beverage rigorously preserved, but cocoa, one of the most 
valuable foods we have, is left to anyone’s mercy to falsify. 
A great English statesman, Disraeli, pronounced these 
memorable words, ‘‘The public health is the foundation on 
which repose the happiness of the people and the power of 


‘a country. The care of the public health is the first duty 


of a statesman.” 

Next session should see something done to carry out 
this “ first duty of a statesman” and secure for the public 
pure foods. The Members of Parliament who intend with 
might and main to press forward next session the measure 
to suppress quack drugging and adulteration of foods have 
our best wishes and well merit support. 

The important decision at Pontypridd against boracic 
acid in butter, and the evidence there given of its wide- 
spead use should materially strengthen the hands of pure 
food advocates, and put grocers on their guard against 
drugged foods. 





BUTTER. 


At Enfield Petty Sessions, Walter Cooler, of Alma 
Road, Ponders End, was summoned for selling adulterated 
butter on December 2.—Mr. Avery, for the defendant, ad- 
mitted the offence; and Inspector Bridge put in a certi- 
ficate from the analyst to the effect that the butter con- 
tained 1o per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Avery said 
defendant and his father before had been in business for 
thirty years, and had never previously been in trouble in 
respect to adulteration. He produced the invoice showing 
that the butter was purchased from the wholesale house as 
a cask of Dutch butter which was believed to be pure; 
and the salesmen were greatly surprised to learn that the 
butter was not pure.—Mr. Matthews: All Dutch butters 
are adulterated. The defendant can, of course, recover 
from the wholesale house.—Mr. Avery doubted if the 
invoice could be regarded in the nature of a warranty. 
There were two parties who suffered in such a case—the 
public and Mr. Cooler.—Defendant was fined £2 2s., in- 
cluding costs; and the Chairman felt sure that people who 
knew Mr. Cooler would feel that defendant was in no way 
to blame.—Mr. Bridge said defendant could recover under 
the Food and Drugs Act. 





But 






conduct of the defence in the first case). 
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__ IMPORTANT PROSECUTION FOR BORACIC ACID 


IN| BUTTER. 


At Pontypridd, on January 12, Thomas Jones, Tyne" 


wydd, Rhondda Valley, was summoned for selling butter 
containing boracic acid, and William Williams, for a like 
offence. Mr. S. T. Evans, M.P., prosecuted in both cases, 
and Mr. Sankey, instructed by Mr. T. J. Hughes, Bridgend, 


defended in the second case (Mr. Hughes having the 
Mr. Sankey 


_asked that the case against Mr. Williams might be the first 


~ heard, as he was briefed in it. 


Mr. S. T. Evans: Certainly 


not; I am prosecuting. Mr. Sankey said that he under- 


» 


_ present. 


stood the boracic acid used in the one case (Mr. Jones’s) 
was ‘9, and the other (Mr. Williams’s) ‘8 He, as repre- 
senting Mr. Williams, had a large number of witnesses 
Mr. S. T. Evans, as prosecuting counsel, insisted 


_ on his right to ask the Bench to proceed with Mr. Jones’s 


case. 


Mr. Hughes said that he would brief Mr. Sankey in 


the Jones’s case as well. This was done, Mr. S. T. Evans 


_ remarking : These are some of the tactics of the Grocers’ 


Association, I suppose. 

Mr. Evans, M.P., in his opening speech, said this was 
an information by Superintendent Cole against Thomas 
Jones. As the bench were aware, the prosecution was 
instituted on behalf of the County Council, who, of course, 


_ had only one object in view, viz., the health of the general 


public. It appeared that of recent years some people had 
been in the habit of using an ingredient called boracic acid 
as a preservative of butter, just as salt was formerly used. 
There was, however, one great distinction between the use 
of salt and boracic acid, and that was that salt of itself was 
a food and was a constituent of the human body, and 


boracic acid was not only not a food but a medicinal drug. . 


The first point he submitted was that boracic acid was not 
an ingredient not injurious to health; and was not really 


required for the preservation of butter.—The Stipendiary : 


I suppose this would not increase the bulk at all ?—Mr. 
Evans said that it did not. Apparently the acid was 


mixed with butter which was imported from abroad. 


A great deal of it came from the Antipodes, Argentina, 
etc., and in order to enable grocers and provision dealers 
to palm this off as fresh butter, boracic acid was put 
in it as a preservative. Boracic acid mixed with butter 
was very difficult to detect; that was not the case 
with salt. It was not necessary in this case for the 
prosecution to prove that boracic acid was injurious to 
health. This was a most important matter for the general 
public, and in particular as regarded children. Working 
men’s children lived to a very great extent on bread and 
butter. If grocers and provision dealers were allowed to 
sell butter containing this large quantity of boracic acid 
children would be dosed with it every day in the month. 
Mr. Arthur Clarence Seyler, B.Sc., public analyst to the 
counties of Glamorgan, Carmarthen, and Pembroke, and 
also for Swansea, said he had analysed a sample of the 
butter, and found that it contained boracic acid or borax to 
the extent of ‘9 per cent., and that would mean sixty-three 
grains to the pound, or as nearly as possible four grains to 
the ounce. (Two tubes were put in, one containing the 
amount of free boracic acid, and the other an equivalent 
amount of borax which would be found in a pound of the 
butter analysed.) Borax was easily decomposed, and the 
water necessarily found in butter would dissolve it. Borax 
and boracic acid were drugs, and not food, the minimum 
dose being five grains for an adult, and the maximum 
thirty grains, so that anybody taking slightly over an ounce 
of this butter would take a medicinal dose, according to 
the British Pharmacopoeia. The boracic acid was mixed 
with the butter because it was an antiseptic or a disin- 
fectant, and was used in butter for the sake of preserving it. 
It had scarcely any taste. Stale butter containing this 
might be bought as fresh butter. Assuming, however, that 
it was right and proper to use boracic acid for the sake of 
preserving butter, he should say ‘25, or one-fourth per cent., 
was quite sufficient. This would mean seventeen grains as 
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against sixty-three grains found in this butter. It was a 
foreign ingredient, and he did not think, therefore, the butter 
sold was of the nature, quality, and substance demanded, 
He had analysed other butters, including Canadian and 
Australian. Canadian he had found quite free from boracic 
acid, and the Australian butter, he found, contained as little 
as ‘4 per cent., and the butter was perfectly good. In other 
words, butter could be brought from Australia preserved from 
decomposition by 4 percent., which meant twenty-eight grains 
to the pound. The quantity of water in butter ought not to ex- 
ceed 12 or 15 per cent., and in butter of this quality, in a tem- 
perature of about 70 degs. Fahr., *5 per cent. of free boracic 
acid or °6 per cent. of borax would be held in solution. 
Any quantity above this amount must exist ina solid or 
crystaline state, and would be quite inoperative as far as 
the preservative purpose was concerned. A pound of this 
butter, analysed, if it contained 12 per cent. of water at 
70 degs. Fahr., would have held in solution ‘5 per cent. of 
boracic acid, and the remaining *4 per cent. would be in 
the form of crystals. He did not think boracic acid in the 
butter would destroy any germs in the same, but it would 
prevent their development, and preserve the butter in the 
same state as it was when it was put in. In cross-examination, 
Mr. Sankey pointed out to witness that the words of the 
Margarine Act of 1887 were: “The word butter shall 
mean the substance usually known as butter, made ex- 
clusively from milk or cream, or both, with or without 
salt or other preservatives,” and that this contemplated the 
use of some preservative other than salt in butter. Witness 
admitted this. Mr. Sankey then called witness’s attention to 
his own report to the County Council, dated February 27, 
1897, in which he stated that boracic acid was probably the 
least objectionable of the class of preservatives, and added : 
You therefore agree that the law contemplates the use of 
preservatives, and that the preservative used in the present 
case is the least objectionable ? Witness said that was so if 
used in proper quantities. With regard to the statement 
made by witness that the minimum dose was five grains, 
witness said his authority was the British Pharmacopceia. 
Asked as to whether the British Pharmacopoeia contem- 
plated the use of three doses a day, witness replied: I 
take it that it means five grains is the least quantity 
which may have any perceptible medicinal effect. Pressed 
on this point, witness replied: I do not think the Phar- 
macopceia contemplates that question at all_—Five grains 
is the dose to be administered every four hours? ‘There 
is nothing to show that.—Dr. Hunter (one of the magis- 
trates): No doubt you have heard of borax and honey? 
Mr. Sankey said he was coming to that. Witness, con- 
tinuing, said he had had no experience as a doctor. 
In cases of what was known as “thrush” in children, 
when borax and honey were given, a portion of the 
borax would probably be swallowed.—Is it not inevitable, 
in the administration of that compound for the purpose of 
that disease, that a large portion of the borax or boracic 
acid must be swallowed? Yes, quite possible. —Inevitable ? 
I should say inevitable. —The maximum amount that could 
safely be used in a pound of butter would be about 
Seventeen grains per pound? Seventeen or twenty grains 
per pound, he should say, was quite sufficient to preserve 
the butter; this would mean between ‘2 and ‘3 per cent. 
He considered any quantity in excess of that injurious to 
health, and it was for this reason that he objected to its 
being used in larger quantities. Further questioned on 
this point, witness replied: I do not pretend to be a doctor. 
Asked by the Stipendiary as to whether the sample analysed 
contained a high percentage of water, witness said he did 
not test the quantity of water. With reference to the 
Canadian butter which he had found contained no boracic 
acid, he could not say whether any salt was in it, as he had 
not tested it ; he simply tested for the borax. He could not 
say definitely whether 2 or 3 per cent. of salt was put in 
butter to preserve it.—Is it not a fact that sometimes as 
much as 6 per cent. of salt has been used in butter to pre- 
serve it? It is possible; I do not know.—The Stipendiary: 
Sometimes 6 per cent. is it? Witness said he could not say 


| definitely, as he had not examined butter for salt for some 
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time. When the borax which was put in the butter was not 
taken up it was left as crystals—Did you find in this 
sample any crystals? I did not notice.——But if you 
came to the conclusion that this sample contained ‘9 per 
cent. of boracic acid, may I ask if you found the whole of 
that boracic acid had been taken up, or part of it not taken 
up, and part of it in crystals? Witness said it. was 
unnecessary for him to see as to whether there were any 
crystals in it, he could not say; neither could he say 
whether the Canadian butter he had referred to contained 
any preservative at all. He had examined some during the 
last fortnight, and all he could say about it was that it con- 
tained no boracic acid. In the example containing ‘9 per 
cent. he should have expected there would be some crystals, 
but he could not say for a certainty.—Do you know that the 
preservative used is four times as soluble as free boracic 
acid? It may be. 

The Stipendiary inquired whether in this case any pre- 
servative was used besides boracic acid. Mr. Sankey ex- 
plained that in this sample boracic acid was used for the 
purposes of preservation in a manufactured form—that is, 
with certain other things. Witness said he did not know 
about that, neither did he know that the preservative used 
was four times as soluble as boracic acid. He was of 
opinion that boracic acid affected the gastric juices, but he 
had not made any experiments with regard to same, and 
therefore had no direct knowledge that it had any effect. 
Re-examined by Mr. Evans, witness said in the report re- 
ferred to he was then discussing preservatives which were 
drugs and not food, as it was decidedly not less objectionable 
than salt. Mr. Evans then began to examine the witness as 
to about how much boracic would be likely to be consumed 
considering that milk and other things, such as bacon, &c., 
contained boracic acid. Mr. Sankey objected, as this question 
did not arise out of the prosecution. After some argument 
Mr. Evans pointed out that the question arose as to how 
many grains per day would produce an injurious effect ; if 
boracic acid were used in other articles of food there would 
be an increase in the number of grains taken per day. 
The Stipendiary contended that that was certainly an 
important point. Mr. Sankey asked the Bench to make 
a note of his objection. The Stipendiary: It does not 
arise out of the prosecution. Mr. Evans pointed out that 
boracic acid was found in milk, sausages, eggs, fish, and 
meat, and would be taken in other articles of food besides 
butter. The Stipendiary allowed the question, but took a 
note of Mr. Sankey’s objection. Witness, in further ex- 
amination, said he believed it was used for the preservation 
of other articles of food, but he could not speak definitely. 

Mr. George Rudd Thomson, F.C.S., public analyst for 
Monmouthshire, and district analyst for Newport, Mon., 
was then called. He said his opinion was that borax or 
any compound of it was decidedly a foreign compound, 
and was a drug. His analysis of the sample showed the 
butter contained ‘g per cent. of boracic acid, or at the 
rate of 63°7 grains per lb., as nearly as possible 4 grains 
to the oz. Assuming that boracic acid was a proper 








preservative, he thought there was an excess of boracic acid 
in the sample tested. This contained 13 per cent. of 
water, and at 70 degrees Fahr. would hold in solution ‘52 
per cent. of free boracic acid, or a little more than half the 
quantity used in the present instance. The undissolved 
portion would be no good as a preservative. As a medicine 
it would affect the person consuming the article. He con- 
sidered ‘25 per cent. or 17 grains to the lb. was ample for 
the purposes of preservation, but he would not object to 20 
grains, and this quantity would be sufficient to preserve the 
butter for about five months. He had analysed 292 samples 
of butter during the last two or two and a half years. Until 
he came across this sample the maximum of. free boracic 
acid he had found was ‘5 per cent. or 35 grains to the Ib. 
He had also experimented upon himself. He took 
five grains of boracic acid half an hour after breakfast 
every morning. On the fourth day he found no effect, 
but on the fifth day he had a strong attack of hiccoughs. 
(Laughter.) On the seventh and eighth days he took it 
after lunch instead of after breakfast, and it produced 
exactly the same effect. In his opinion this was due to the 
boracic acid, and that if taken steadily might produce an 
injurious effect. The object, he thought, of putting it in 
butter was to preserve the butter for a considerable length 
of time without adding a large quantity of salt. Cross- 
examined by Mr. Sankey, witness said he had not suffered 
from the hiccoughs since he had ceased experimenting with 
the boracic acid. He, however, did not see any objection 
to its being used, provided there was a declaration to that 
effect, and that it was used in proper quantities. He con- 
sidered twenty or twenty-five grains in the pound, or ‘3 per 
cent., the maximum amount of boracic acid in butter 
which should be given to very weak persons. He did not 
find any crystals. He could not say whether there were 
any or not. z 
Dr. William Williams, M.R.C.S., Medical Officer ot 
Health for the Glamorgan County Council, said he advised 
the County Council in matters appertaining to foods and 
drugs ; in his opinion, assuming that boracic acid was neces- 
sary, sixty-three grains was too large a quantity. He had had 
no experience of boracic acid in butter. He found from in- 
quiries, however, that butter containing ‘25 or *3 per cent. of 
boracic acid had been kept for three, four, or five months. 
He should say anything above ‘5 per cent. would be un- 
necessary. That should be the maximum quantity used ; as 
a minimum he should say ‘25 per cent. The Stipendiary asked 
whether if the quantity of water present did not amount to 
more than 124 per cent. the boracic acid would be dissolved. 
Witness could not say. In the Pharmacopceia, the minimum 
dose was put down as five grains, and this would have a 
medicinal effect upon an adult, and a smaller amount would 
be sufficient for children. Where there was a preponderance 
of working-class population, such as this district, children 
used a good deal of butter. Boracic acid was frequently found 
in several articles of food. Mr. Sankey again objected to this 
class of evidence. The Stipendiary said Mr. Sankey objected 
to evidence bearing on the use of boracic acid in other articles 
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of food. Mr. Sankey said that was so, and asked the 
tipendiary to make a note of the objection. Continuing, 
witness said the effect of borax upon the system was the 
same as boracic acid. It was easily converted into boracic 
acid, and was not an article of food. Ona person in good 
health it would produce irritation of the intestinal canal 
and produce indigestion and diarrhcea, and in some 
instances it had been found to produce eczema. It was 
used much more frequently externally and for injection, and 
was also occasionally used internally. In other countries the 
use of boracic acid in butter had been prohibited. What- 
ever the effect of a small dose would be, he maintained 
what was good as a drug ought not to be taken as a food. 
It would, in fact, in his opinion, be very wrong to give it 
except under medical advice. The use of boracic acid in 
butter had been prohibited in France and Italy among other 
Continental places. Examined by Mr. Sankey, witness 
said the use of it in butter was prohibited in France, Spain, 
and in Italy. He believed that was a fact.--Do you say 
‘that it has been forbidden in France and in Italy? I 
believe it is. Asked as to what was his authority for 
making that statement, he said he made it from 
what he had read. He believed the same remark 
applied to Denmark.—Do you know whether the use 
of boracic acid is forbidden in other articles besides 
butter ? Witness said he did not know, neither did he know 
whether bacon or any other articles were cured with boracic 
acid.—Are you aware that every ounce of butter from 
Normandy contains boracic acid? Witness said he admitted 
that—Is Normandy in France? Witness said that was so, 
but although they prohibited the use of it, they sent butter 
containing this ingredient to other countries.—I put it to 
you that your information with regard to French law is 
absolutely incorrect, and that they do use it. Witness said 
his authority was the report of the Select Committee on the 
Food and Drugs Act. 

Further examined, witness said he did not object to 
small quantities being used as a preservative, but this should 
not amount to anything approaching a dose. The greatest 
percentage he would not object to was ‘25 per cent. ora 
little more than that, or *3 per cent. Continuing, he re- 
marked, But I should object to anything above °5 per cent. 
The Stipendiary asked: What was it that witness meant ; 
was it that he did not object to there being ‘24 per cent. or 
*3 per cent., but that there should not be °5 per cent.? Mr. 
Sankey explained that witness had gone on from ‘23 per cent. 
to *3 per cent., and now he did not object to ‘5 per cent. The 
Stipendiary said he now understood the witness to say that he 
did not object to butter containing ‘25 or ‘3 per cent., but 
would object to its containing anything above ‘5 per cent. 
Mr. Sankey (to witness): What is your opinion? Is it ‘2} 
per cent., or *3 per cent., or ‘5 per cent., or what? If the 
butter is to be brought a long distance it would require 
more. Mr. Sankey asked witness if he would object to 
butter containing more than ‘5 per cent.? Witness replied 
in the affirmative. Mr. Sankey:-Is the reason why you ob- 
ject to an excess of °5 per cent. because you consider it 
would be injurious to health? It might be injurious to 
health. His other reason was that it was unnecessary as a 
preservative.—Can you say for certain whether an excess of 
*5 per cent. is injurious to health? Witness admitted he 
could not say so for certain. He had made no experiments.— 
Can you say certainly whether ‘9 per cent. would be injurious 
to health? In all probability it would be. He had not, 
however, made an experiment upon himself, like Mr. 
Thomson. Supposing that the effect of boracic acid taken 
in excessive quantities were injurious to health, would it be 
injurious to health by reason of its effect upon the diges- 
tion? Yes, in one way.—Mr. Sankey asked witness if 
boracic acid had a deleterious effect upon the gastric and 
pancreatic juices? No, I do not know.—If you say that it 
has an injurious effect upon the digestion, but that it has no 
deleterious effect upon the pancreatic and gastric juices, in 
what way does it interfere with indigestion? Witness said 
this was due to its effect upon the mucous membranes of 
the stomach and the alimentary canal. The Stipendiary : 
And sets up irritation? Witness: Sets up irritation. He 











admitted he had made no experiments as to its effect upon 
the mucous membranes. All you can say is from what you 
have read? Witness said he begged Mr. Sankey’s pardon. 
He would not take it in that way. He had come to this 
conclusion from his knowledge of drugs in general. Mr. 
Sankey asked witness why from his knowledge of drugs in 
general he had come to the conclusion that it was injurious 
to digestion? I should say it causes irritation of the ali- 
mentary canal. Why do you say that? Because it is an 
acid and might produce dyspepsia. 

Referring to the last witness’s experiments upon himself, 
Mr. Sankey asked whether witness thought the “ distress- 
ing hiccough” that he had was due to the boracic acid.— 
I cannot say. Pressed on this point witness said he should 
say it was very likely due to the irritating effect of the 
boracic acid, but he could not say for certain. Do you 
know as a matter of fact that a percentage of 1 per cent. 
of boracic acid increases the vigour of the gastric juices ? 
Witness said he did not know that.—Do you know as a 
matter of fact that in experiments which have been made, 
and which I am ina position to prove——-_ Mr. Evans: 
You have no right to say you are ina position to prove 
until the evidence has been given. The Bench concurred 
with Mr. Evans’s objection. Mr. Sankey then put it to 
witness if he knew that 1 per cent. of boracic acid 
accelerated the processes of digestion? Witness said he 
did not know. He had made no experiments which would 
enable him to say so. At any rate, do you say that 
boracic acid has any ill effect otherwise than on the 
mucous membranes? Yes; I told you before that it 
affected the skin, and acted on the heart also.—What 
daily dose of boracic acid must you take in order to 
produce this effect upon the skin, upon the mucous 
membrane, and upon the heart ? Witness said he preferred 
not to give any opinion upon that. Further pressed, he 
said he could only say approximately. For an adult this 
would be about ten grains. He believed regular daily doses 
of ten grains would probably produce the effects he 
suggested.—For how long? I could not say.—Do you say 
that a habitual daily dose of ten grains produces this 
effect upon the mocous membrane? _ I should say it would” 
when the man is in good health—Do you say that a 
habitual daily dose would have this effect upon the skin? 
I should say probably —it would depend upon the 
individual.—And it would also have this effect upon the 
heart? Very likely. He did not think any child or adult 
ought to take boracic acid except under medical advice. 
—Do you know that 1 per cent. has been allowed in 
milk? I do not.— Do you object to any boracic acid ? 
Witness said that anything above 1 per cent. was un- 
necessary to keep milk for twenty-four hours. Supposing 
that 1 per cent of boracic acid be added to a pint 
of milk, how many grains would that be? I think it is 
about 8 grains.—I put it to you that it is 8$ grains. I can- 
not say.—Mr. Sankey pointed out that, therefore, according 
to witness’s evidence, there would be some 172 grains in 
that, and yet he now said he would not object to 1 per 
cent. being added as a preservative. Not anything above 
that.—Will you allow that? It is not necessary ; it is not 
advisable.—That is to say, you will not take proceedings 
in cases where children are taking 16 grains if they take 
their proper quantities of milk ?. They would be taking too 
much. I say boracic acid as a preservative is not neces- 
sary.—I put it to you that a habitual dose as I described to 
you has not an injurious effect upon the mucous membrane. 
I should not like to say that, but very likely, if continued 
for a long time.—Mr. Sankey asked whether the doses 
mentioned in the Pharmacopceia would have an injurious 
or medicinal effect ? Witness said he would give 5 grains 
a day.—Do you say it is injurious? Witness would say so, 
if given habitually—Re-examined by Mr. Evans: People 
had been convicted for selling milk containing boracic acid, 
but he did not remember how much it contained. He 
thought it was more than 1 per cent.—Would you give milk 
containing boracic acid to your child? No, I would not. 
Neither an adult nora child should take boracic acid except 
under medical advice, 


.articles as preservatives. 
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Dr. C. T. Vachell, M.B. (London), and senior physician 
to the Cardiff Infirmary, said boracic acid was an anti- 
septic drug not very largely used as an internal remedy. 
When administered he always exercised great care and 
watched its effects. 
as an irritant on the intestinal canal, and it also produced 
very much effect on the skin. He had seen it produce 
eczema (particularly in the case of young children and 
delicate persons) and dyspepsia. He could not say it had 
a tendency to produce vomiting—‘“ purging” certainly. 
He mentioned the case of a patient—an old gentleman— 
where he gave boracic acid, where he had to drop it now 
and then as a matter of precaution. That was due to the 
drug.—He would not give the drug at all if he could help 
it. Do you consider boracic acid ought to be given to any 
person or child except under medical advice? Most de- 
cidedly not.—Is it required at all for the production or pre- 
paration of butter for the market? Really, I did not even 
know that butter contained it.—If you did know, would 
you advise any patient or friend of yours to consume butter 
which contained the drug at all? I should advise him that 
he was doing a very risky thing.—Particularly in the case of 
children? Yes.—And with your experience do you con- 
sider that butter which contains sixty-three grains per pound 
of boracic acid is butter in the ordinary acceptation of the 
term and ought to be sold as such? Certainly it ought not to 
be sold as such, and, at all events, if it is, let us have it 
announced, so that we may know what we are doing. When, 
in the case of children, borax was used with honey, it was 
not meant to be swallowed. It ought not to be mixed with 
food at all. Cross-examined: Personally, he did not use 
borax but chloride of potash, which was much better. You 
know by the Margarine Act butter is defined as a substance 
made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with or with- 
out salt or other preservative? Yes.—Do you agree with 
Mr. Seyler in saying that, apart from salt, boracic acid it 
the best preservative? I really have no experience in that 
matter. I should want the real article. I do not 
want any nasty stuff at all—But the Act contemplates other 
You cannot say you agree with 
Mr. Seyler that apart from salt it may be used as a preserva- 
tive? Isay they are all bad.—Then you disagree with the 
Act of Parliament ? With most of them. (Laughter.)— 
Perhaps you disagree with the Food and Drugs Act, and the 
prosecutions under it? Ithink it might be improved. 
(Laughter).—Supposing a habitual dose of ten grains a day, 
do you say that would be injurious or not injurious to the 
system? I shouldsay that it had better not bethere. It is 
doubtful what it would do. It cannot do good, in my 
opinion ; therefore it might do harm. I should advise all 
persons to avoid it.—You cannot say whether it would do 
harm or good? I can tell you what would do harm.—I 
daresay you can. But what I want to know is whether a 
habitual dose of ten grains a day would be injurious to 
health ? That I cannot say.—Therefore I may take it you 
disagree with Dr. Williams, who has told us that a dose of ten 
grains would produce an effect upon the mucous membrane 
—an irritation of the skin and cardiac affection ? I have 
no experience of it. I have heard of no one using it in 
that way. Ihave only given it as a drug.—You cannot say 
one way or the other? Quite true.—Re-examined: I do 
not believe in giving persons ten grains a day, except under 
medical advice.—This was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Sankey said it could not be argued that the boracic 
acid found in the present sample was put in the butter 
for the purpose of fraudulently increasing the bulk. It 
was not the fact that the grocers of the town or the 
association had obtained Argentine butter, or any other 


butter, to palm it off as superior fresh butter, or as Irish | 


butter. He protested against such an insinuation. The third 
section of the Margarine Act of 1887 observed :—‘“ The 
word ‘butter’ shall mean the substance usually known as 
butter, made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with 
or without salt or other preservative, and with or without the 
addition of colouring matter.” There in that Act, as far as he 
(Mr.Sankey) knew, was to be found the only statutory defini- 
tion of butter given by the law of the country, and that 


Its properties were such that it acted 











statutory definition contemplated not only the use of salt as a 


preservative of butter, but the use of some other pre- 


servative. Therefore, by the law, one was entitled to put a 
perservative into butter and still call it butter. Under 
Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act it was 
enacted that—‘No person shall sell to the prejudice of 
the purchaser any article of food or any drug which is not of 
the nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded 
by such purchaser.” Boracic acid came within those words 
when it was expressly held by a later Act that butter was a 


substance as just described. Mr. Seyler had already told — 
the Court that, if any preservative were put in butter, the 


least harmful preservative was boracic acid, so that the most 
important witness for the prosecution actually said that if 
they (the defendants) did that, which by law they were 
entitled to do, the least innocuous form of preservative 
was that upon which they were now prosecuted. There 
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was great discrepancy between two of the experts for 


the prosecution. 


Dr. Williams held that 5 grains taken 


daily would affect a person in a certain way. Dr. 


Vachell said nothing of the kind. The boracic acid 
was of immense advantage to the purchaser for this 
reason: They had been told that the average amount 
of salt necessary for the preservation of butter was 3 per 
cent., and in the cross-examination of Mr. Seyler it had 
been elicited that in some cases the salt necessary for 
the preservation of butter amounted to as much as 6 per 
cent. Apart from the question of injury to health it was 
more to the benefit of the purchaser to get butter which had 
only 1 per cent. of a foreign substance or compound than 
that which had 3 per cent. or 6 per cent. of salt. He was 
in a position to put before the Bench the evidence of the 
most famous analyst in the world—Dr. Stevenson. Dr. 
Williams in effect said that 5 grains was injurious to the 
human constitution, and yet as a medical officer of health, 
and the adviser.in the council on those points he would 
not advise a prosecution in a case when a child took twice 
that quantity in milk. He would call evidence before the 
Court as to the average consumption of butter per head per 
day. In all public institutions in that county they 
allowed to the persons in charge of them a_half- 
pound of butter per week, and that was the 
usual amount of butter consumed per head in a 
family per week. That would come to about an ounce a 
day. ‘9 per cent. meant 64 grains; in an ounce of butter 
that would mean four grains, which was just quarter of what 
Dr. Williams allowed to children. That spoke for itself. 
It was their knowledge also that a select committee of the 
House of Commons had the question under their considera- 
tion. Mr. Evans objected. The Stipendiary: We cannot 
take into consideration the report of the Select Committee. 
You may ask Dr. Stevenson what appears in this report, but 
the report itself cannot be evidence. Mr. Sankey said of 
course he was not going to put in the report, but it was 
within their knowledge that the Select Committee did not 
fix the amount which should be used, and until that was 
done by some competent authority, he suggested to the 
Bench that they ought not to find the defendant guilty 
where scientific men differed so much. Let them have a 
standard as suggested or a court of reference. Then all 
prosecutions which might come before them would be 
undefendable cases. Dr. Stevenson, examiner in forensic 
medicine to the Universities of London and Edinburgh, 
F.R.C.P., examiner in sanitary science in the University 
of Cambridge, president of the Institute of Chemistry, 
and scientific analyst for the Home Office, said that 
he had had very wide experience of foods and 
drugs of all sorts—With regard to boracic acid let me 
first ask you generally have you ever in your experience 
heard of a fatal case arising from doses? Yes; where 
it has been injected in the peritoneal cavity, and where 
the stomach has been washed out with a solution of it. He 
could not say the quantity then used—but it would be a 
large one. ‘The effect of boracic acid in small doses had 
never been entirely decided by the medical faculty—not 
properly ascertained. The matter was still sub judice. 
Boric acid and boracic acid meant the same thing. It 
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was true, as stated in evidence that day, that the dose of 
boracic acid recommended by the British Pharmacopceia 
was from five to thirty grains—a dose according to that 
authority usually meant three times a day, and five-grain 
doses generally meant fifteen grains per diem. Point nine 
meant sixty-four grains of boracic acid in the pound. Four 
grains to the ounce very nearly.— Do you think an habitual 
dose of four grains would produce any deleterious effect 
upon the human constitution? I don’t think so, except 
there be some peculiar idiosyncrasies which may be éither in 
the drug or the article of food.—That would apply to any 
article of food? It might apply to ginger, for instance.—The 
Stipendiary: You don’t think fourgrains would do mischief, do 
you? No. Mr. Sankey said that he put four grains first to 
witness because that was the amount in that butter. Witness 
said he agreed that the average consumption of butter per 
head per week was half a pound. Mr. Sankey asked if ten 
grains a day would produce any deleterious effect upon the 
human constitution? I think that ten grains a day is pro- 
bably the maximum—-ten to fifteen grains a day is the 
maximum permissible to an adult. I should object to any- 
thing beyond that. With regard to eight grains, that is twice 
the amount found in this butter.—Would you think it pro- 
duces a deleterious effect? I don’t think so in an adult. 
In milk boracic acid was very frequently used as a preser- 
vative, and, of course, milk was most largely consumed 
by young children. The amount of boracic acid usually 
put into milk was, he believed, one per thousand — 
‘1 per cent.—Do you say that milk so preserved has an 
injurious effect onchildren? I don’tknow. I can’t say that 
I know of any instance where it has produced that effect. 
Point one per cent. would mean 8} grains—nine grains 
per pint. A portion of a child’s milk, however, in the 
majority of cases was from the breast. He had analysed 
on a good many occasions butter coming from France for 
boracic acid, which was without doubt a preservative of 
butter.—Do you agree with Mr. Seyler in saying that if any 
_ preservative is used boracic acid is the best that can be 
used? I think there is no safer preservative known than 
salt. Of course, all preservatives are in the nature of medi- 
cine or drug, not excluding common salt.—Salt partakes of 
the nature of a drug? Yes, when taken in large quantities 
it is poisonous.—Touching the present sample of butter, 
with ‘9 of boric acid used, if it contained, as said, 13 per 
cent. of water, how much of the acid would that hold in 
solution? Ifthe boric acid were free it would hold in 
solution, one-half, ‘5. But the preservatives actually 
used were not free acids, but were mixtures, and so 
were much more soiuble than borax pure and simple. 
He considered that under certain circumstances as much as 
‘9 might be necessary to preserve butter.—The Stipendiary : 
But supposing this mixture of borax and boracic acid, as is 
suggested, was mixed at the time of manufacture, and not 
after a long sea voyage, how long does it take ‘g per cent. 
as a preservative ? It entirely depends upon the quality of 
the butter—well-made butter would not require so much as 
that, but inferior butters might require that amount.—Mr. 
Sankey: Do you say that a dose of four grains would be 
harmful to a child? I do not think so. I know many 
cases of children fed on milk where the boracic is ‘1 per 
cent., and the children live and thrive well.—In that case 
they get eight grains of boracic acid every day, and live and 
thrive ? Assuming they would receive a pint of milk beyond 
their mother’s milk.i—And have you known children live 
and thrive well? Well, I cannot say it happened every day. 
—You have never known the reverse? I have known 
children fed on it, but one is unable to trace the connection 
of ill-health with boracic acid. 

Cross-examined : Borax or boracic acid was contained 
in some articles of food, grown in volcanic countries 
especially. It was not, however, a necessary constituent of 
the human body.—Is it a food or a drug? Well, it is con- 
tained in an article of food—You can put arsenic, can’t 
you, into an article of food >—Yes. You can put corrosive 
sublimate, can’t you? Yes; but not without producing 
an injurious effect.—I have not come to injurious effect yet. 
We will go by steps. I want to know if boracic acid is a 
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food or a drug? It is a drug and a preservative. It is not 
a food.— Prima facte, therefore, if you ask for an article of 
food you don’t expect to get a drug? Not a drug pure and 
simple, of course.—How much boracic acid would you like 
to give your own child at ten years ofage per day? I have 
never given it. I use habitually Normandy butter and 
Brittany butter, which I know contain boracic acid, for my 
household. —What is the greatest quantity you have found 
in Normandy butter? Normandy butter generally contains 
I in 300, without any salt whatever. That would be 
twenty-three or twenty-four grains per pound.—Have you 
ever found Normandy butter with more than twenty-three 
grains to the pound? I think so; yes.—Mr. Evans asked 
witness what was the maximum he had found in the 
worst butter he had ever analysed. Witness: None. 
(Laughter.) I have never found as much as ‘g percent. I 
should put it roughly ‘5 or °6. The best manufactured butter 
does not require on an average much more than 1 in 300. 
That would be about 23 grains, but in the hot weather I 
should expect rather more than that—say 35 grains.—Do 
you say that boracic acid is an ingredient not injurious 
to health? It entirely depends upon how it is used.—You 
don’t suggest that it is required in the production or pre- 
paration of butter? Yes, for the preparation of fresh, sweet 
butter.—Witness added that he had analysed Normandy 
butter for boracic acid ten years ago. ‘The boracic acid, he 
thought, was required for the production of a certain 
amount of butter as an article of commerce—-either that or 
some equivalent preservative. Of course, other preserva- 
tives might be used.—If you were asked to advise, what 
quantity would you allow milk to contain? If I had my 
way, I would not allow any to be used. I have recently 
stopped its use in a very large establishment.—Why don’t 
you allow it to be used in milk? For this reason: it 
enables milkmen to palm off stale milk as fresh.—Does 
boracic acid in butter enable the buttermen to palm off stale 
butter as fresh? I don’t think so. By fresh butter we 
mean an article which has not gone into decomposition. 

Professor Haycraft, Doctor of Medicine, Fellow of the 
Royal Society of Scotland, and Professor of Physiology to 
the University College of South Wales, said he had con- 
ducted a series of experiments upon the effect of borax or 
boracic acid on the gastric or pancreatic juices on the same 
lines as Professor Chittenden, of Yale University, had con- 
ducted his.—Can you say whether the solution of 1 per 
cent. of boracic acid is injurious to health as far as 
digestion is concerned? It is not.—You have heard 
Dr. Stevenson give his evidence that ten to fifteen 
grains a day as an habitual dose would produce no 
deleterious effect. I agree with it—You know the subject 
of this prosecution only contains four grains? Yes.—Do 
you think that ten grains taken habitually would very 
often produce either an effect on the heart or skin, or 
the mucous membrane, as we have heard? Wit- 
ness said in his opinion it would not, because 
even in a larger dose taken internally it was exceedingly 
difficult to find any result of boracic acid at all. That 
was why boracic acid was not used internally. They gave it 
and saw very little effect at all except when given in purga- 
tive doses.—The Stipendiary: So far as you know a child 
would stand as much as an adult? More or less—I don’t 
know. The digestion ina child is often stronger than in 
an adult; from that point of view it might be expected to 
stand more. From other points of view it might stand 
less. There is no evidence.—Mr. Sankey: At all events 
you cannot say four grains is injurious? No.—Cross-exa- 
mined: You are on the side to-day of those who say it is 
not injurious, but you have no evidence to show that five 
grains taken daily would not be injurious? Ifa child is 
more susceptible. In my opinion it would not be.—You 
don’t agree with those gentlemen who say that so far from 
being injurious it does a lot of good to the digestion? Yes. 
My experiments show it does.—He had never analysed 
butter, and what he knew about butter and boracic acid was 
simply from what he had read. 

Dr. Treharne, Physician to H.M. Gaol, Cardiff, then 
said he agreed with Dr. Stevenson’s opinion that ten to fifteen 
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grains a day of boric acid would have no deleterious effects 
upon the human system. Asa rule the medical practice was 
to give a smaller dose to a child of a drug than to an adult. 
But the ordinary rule did not apply to boracic acid, for it 
was admitted that in milk sixteen grains had been taken 
without injurious result. 

Mr. George Hereford Redwood, manager of the Pacific 
Borax and Redwood’s Chemical Works (Limited), and 
member of the firm, said his company were the largest manu- 
facturers of borax in the world. He had been connected 
with the manufacture of boracic acid or borax for about 
twelve years, and for about ten of those years he had lived 
the greater part of the day in an atmosphere thoroughly 
leavened with the dust of boracic acid. He had many men 
under him for some years. Two of those men used to work in 
contact with the dust. The others were outside, or not brought 
to the same extent in contact with it. Those who were in 
contact with it did not wear respirators, and they enjoyed ex- 
ceptionally good and robust health. He never knew a man to 
suffer from anything abnormal, never any case of diarrhcea, 
vomiting, or intestinal trouble. The men never stopped 
away from their work. He had taken boracic acid twice a 
day, and felt very much better for it. He had never 
experienced any ill-effects from the acid.—Would the men 
employed in making this boracic acid get the dust in 
. through the mouth, and so on, and through the skin? I 
cannot answer for the skin, but I took it down my throat. 
I did taste that, I know. It never affected my appetite. 
Re-examined, Mr. Evans: It is the best thing to live on, 
and the best thing for everybody to buy? Certainly the 
best thing for everybody to buy. The doctor had directed 
him to take ten grains. — Although you lived in an 
atmosphere of boracic acid, you did not venture upon that 
until a medical man told you? No.—How often did your 
medical man advise you to take ten grains a day? I con- 
tinued taking the acid for a week.—And did he tell you to 
cease at the end of the week? Yes; because it had done 
what he required it to do. 

Dr. Buist, M.D. (London), a member of the Cardiff 
County Council, who had been in practice some years at 
Cardiff, said that he would give a dose of about ten grains 
per day of boracic acid. The quantity in the present sample 
was not deleterous.—Cross-examined: He had not much 
experience of habitual doses of boracic acid. But he had 
given internal doses for two or three weeks to adults and 
young children. The former ten to twenty grains two or 
three times a day ; children two to three grains for infantile 
diarrhoea. He had no experience as to the amount neces- 
sary for butter preservation. It would depend largely on 
the manufacturing process. 

Mr. Douglas said his firm manufactured the preservative 
put in the sample. The preservative was boracic acid and 
a compound which was more easily soluble than boracic 
acid. He agreed with Dr. Stevenson’s evidence. Under 
certain circumstances ‘g per cent. was necessary for the 
preservation of butter. His firm’s preservative would be 
three and-a-half times more soluble than free boracic acid. 
The trade found ‘9g per cent. necessary in a great many 
cases, and it did not increase the bulk, weight, or measure 
of any article, and he did not think it was done to conceal 
the inferior quality of the butter. Cross-examined, witness 
said that as a rule the firm did not give instructions to their 
customers as to the quantity of boracic acid they should put 
in to preserve butter. 

Mr. R. Benjamin, J.P., Vice-President of the Cardiff 
Grocers’ Association, said he had forty-five years’ expe- 
rience in the Cardiff retail grocery trade. Can you tell 
me how long ago salted Cork butters were the most 
favoured butters in the market? I think about twelve 
years ago, Are these Cork butters practically gone out ? 
As far as I am concerned I have not touched them for 
years. How much salt butter did you sell last year? The 
Stipendary: We have gentlemen who seemed to know who 
have said they cannot sell salted Cork butter as they used 
to, and there was no cross-examination. Witness: These 
butters have taken their place. The Stipendiary: It has 
been said that ‘9 per cent. has been found necessary. Mr. 
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Evans: Nobody has given evidence to prove that anybody 
has ever heard of more than ‘5 per cent. 

Mr. Thomas Jones, the defendant, said that the butter 
in question was had from Mr. John Long, grocer, Bloen- 
Rhondda, and it came from Lunham Brothers, of Cork.— 
Mr. Evans: Do you know that they import butter into 


Treland from Argentina and the Antipodes? No.—By the 


Bench: We don’t get our butter direct from Cork. 

Mr. Gibson, salesman for Messrs. Pearson and Rutter, 
of Limerick, said that he sold all the creamery butter that 
came into Limerick market. By creamery butter he meant 
the article made from separated cream as distinguished 
from butter made from raised cream. Hesold from twenty 
to sixty tons a week of it during the season ; an average 
of twenty tons say taking the years. He had had_.con- 


siderable experience in the use of preservatives in butter. — 


Since 1881 he had indeed made hundreds of experiments ; 
it was sometimes necessary to have as much as ‘g to 
preserve the butter.—Have you ever known that it is? 
Yes, constantly known one per cent. used, which is 
above the average in hot weather. 


lactic acid bacciliimCross examined : He was salesman and 
also a manufacturer of tons of butter. 


weather ; and if there was no salt to be added, ¢ per cent. 
for saltless butter to be used immediately.—1 per cent. of 
what? Of a mixture of boracic acid and two other pre- 
servatives which I use myself. I decline to say what they 
are.—He had had his butter analysed. He had not brought 
the analyses, because he had not thought of it.—Did you 


ever tell people boracic acid is used in the butter? No 
Plenty of my customers have seen it being © 
The highest figure I have © 
ever used is °8 free boracic acid.—Was that done toconceal ~ 


one asked me. 
used. I make no secret of it. 


the quality of the butter? Certainly not. Boracic acid 


has no power to conceal the bad quality of the butter. It | 


cannot bring back anything that has gone wrong. 


The Stipendiary did not think it was necessary again to — 


hear Mr. Evans on the case. The section in the Act pro- 


vided that “ where any matter or ingredient not injurious to — 


health has been added to the food or drug because the same 
is required for the production or preparation thereof as an 
article of commerce,” &c. Now, what you say is that the 


I may tell you that — 
the use of preservatives is to prevent the growth of 


He had put boracic © 
acid into butter himself — tons of it—1 per cent. in hot 





matter is injurious because it was used in a larger quantity — 


than it should have been. 
injurious, although fer se the substance is not injurious ? 
Mr. Evans: And I desire to remind the Bench the onus of proof 
that it is not injurious is upon the defendant, and the utmost 
they can say is that they have got an open mind upon it. 
As described by Dr. Stevenson it is swb judice, therefore they 
have not discharged that onus. I next said it is not required 
for preservation of butter. There is a great deal of evidence 
that ‘9 is more than is necessary. The Stipendiary: There 
is a great deal of evidence that this stuff is not bad in itself. 
Mr. Evans: Assuming this is a proper preservative, if they 
put in an excessive quantity—more than is necessary to pre- 
serve—then it is not the butter asked for. The law is per- 
fectly clear ; and the evidence upon this point, except that 
of the last witness, is that all the experts have never known 
more than '5. The Stipendiary repeated that there was a 
certain amount of evidence that this article fer se was not 
injurious. Mr. Evans: But the defendant must discharge 
the onus of bringing evidence to prove that it is not in- 
jurious to health. 

The Stipendiary intimated that the matter was one 
which touched points which the Bench must have time to 
consider. There were, of course, three doctors on the 
Bench, but he thought it advisable to adjourn decision in 
the case for a week. But there would be no need for 
counsel to again attend, he thought. There was another 
case—that against Mr. Williams, president of the Grocers’ 
Association. It was understood that the ruling of the 
Bench in the one case would be accepted as governing 
the other. The cases were then adjourned for a week. 

The Stipendiary gave his decision on January roth 
against the defendant, fining him 45. 


You say, then, it would become ~ 


aw hae ry 
* pre al 
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BORACIC ACID IN. BUTTER A DANGEROUS DRUG. 


_ THE following is the extended report of the decision 
given in the Boracic Acid Test Case :—Mr. J. Ignatius 
Williams, the stipendiary, in the presence of Mr. Allen (who 
represented the County Council) and Mr. T. J. Hughes, 
solicitor, Bridgend (who defended), dealt with the evidence 
at some length, and said that the Bench had carefully con- 
sidered the case that morning, and, with the exception of 
Dr. R. C. Hunter, they had all agreed as to the decision. 
This, he observed, is an information by Superintendent 
Cole against Thomas Jones for selling, to the prejudice of 
the purchaser, an article of food which was not of the sub- 
stance and quality demanded. Superintendent Cole asked 





-of butter. 


for a pound of butter, which upon analysis was found 


to contain ‘9, equivalent to 63 grains, of boracic acid. 
There was no dispute about that, but Mr. Sankey, 
who appeared for the defendant, contended that under the 
Margarine Act he was entitled to use the boracic acid as a 
preservative, as the section of the Act stated that salt or any 
other preservative could be used. It was, therefore, argued 
that the butter which was bought was really the substance 
which was demanded. There was no doubt that, in addition 
to that section, there was a certain colour in what he said, 
because when salt was added to butter in a quantity 
sufficient for its preservation it came under the description 
There might be some ground for saying that if 
boracic acid had been used only in sufficient quantity for 
the purposes of preservation, no proceedings would have 
been taken against the seller, but the magistrates held that 
if an excessive quantity was used it did not come under the 
description of a preservative, and it was important, 
therefore, to consider whether the quantity used in 
this instance could properly be considered a preservative. 
The evidence of the scientific witnesses called by the prose- 
cution has proved to the satisfaction of the Bench that the 
quantity used was very much in excess of what would be 
required. Mr. Seyler, the county analyst, gave strong 
evidence, and said that 25, or 17 grains, would be quite 
sufficient to preserve butter under ordinary circumstances. 
He said that the butter was absolutely pure. He tested it 
for boracic acid, but did not know if any other preservative 
might have been used. Mr. Seyler had also analysed 
Australian butter, and only found °4 per cent. of this acid, 
less than half of what was used in this case, and was of 
the opinion that the maximum which could be used with 
any safety was from 17 to 20 grains, or ‘2 to *3. The 
evidence of Mr. Thompson, the analyst for Monmouth- 
shire, was very much to the same effect. Dr. Wil- 
liams, the county medical officer of health, had practically 
expressed the same views, and said that ‘3 would preserve 
butter as long as five months, and that he would not con- 
cede a higher quantity than *5 under any circumstances. 
The stipendiary then referred to the expert evidence given 
by Dr. Stevenson, scientific analyst to the Home Office, and 
said that his evidence did not help the case for the defence 
very much, because he had never found as much as ‘g in 
the very worst butter he had ever analysed, and that he had 
not found more than ‘5 or ‘6. He (Dr. Stevenson) had 
principally analysed Normandy butter, and he considered 
that 1 in 300, which would be ‘3, or 23 or 24 grains, would 
be quite sufficient. In hot weather Dr. Stevenson con- 
sidered that 35 grains would be necessary, but beyond 
that he would not go; and at the end of his evidence he 
said that he had never conceived a case where as much as 
‘9 was more than might be expected. Some of the 
witnesses had referred to ten or fifteen grains of boracic 
acid being an innocent dose, but their evidence 
did not amount to much, because they had never 
tested it for a continuous length of time. For medical pur- 
poses it was chiefly used externally. They were of the 
opinion that the quantity of boracic acid found in the 
butter was very much in excess of what could possibly be 
required, especially as it was newly-made Irish butter. The 
evidence showed that ‘25 would have been ample for pre- 
serving this butter. Having arrived at the decision that 
more boracic acid than was necessary for preservative pur- 
poses was in the butter, the question arose as to whether 
it was necessary for the treatment of an article of commerce 
ina fit state for consumption. That was answered by the 
evidence, which proved that the quantity was in excess of 
the requirements of the case. The question also arose as 
to whether it was injurious to health, and the burden of 
proof naturally fellupon the defendant. Theevidence was very 
unsatisfactory, and the doctors from first to last seemed to 
treat itas an unsafe drug. The effect of it seemed to be 
very little known, and Dr. Stevenson had described its 
effect as being still sab judice. Dr. Williams stated that 
an excessive dose would produce diarrhoea, indigestion, 
and mild blood poisoning ; but not one of the witnesses 
was rash enough to say that he would administer ten 
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grains from day to day and trust to its not producing any- 
thing injurious. No evidence had been given—and it lay 
upon the defendant to do so—that the acid could be 


administered in either large or small doses with impunity . 


for a continuous length of time. The defendant had 
utterly failed to prove that it was not injurious to health, 
and the impression left upon the minds of the Bench was 
that it was a dangerous drug. The defendant would have 
to pay a fine of £10, with costs. 

Mr. Hughes pointed out that the defendant had not 
wilfully broken the law. This was a test case, and the 
defendant had been put to a great deal of expense in 
defending it. He asked that the costs be included in the 
Lio fine. 

The Bench then reduced the fine to £5 and costs, 
the stipendiary remarking that this was a case which should 
be threshed out, because the contention of Mr. Sankey, 
who defended, was that the word “preservative,” used in a 
section of the Margarine Act, was an indemnity, and 
entitled him to use any quantity. 

Mr. Hughes: He adduced that as an argument, and 
not as a legal point. 

The case against William Williams, grocer, Pontypridd, 
was then called forward. 

Mr. Hughes, who defended, said it was agreed between 
counsel that the case of Jones should govern this one. He 
still agreed to this, but would apply for an adjournment of 
the case, so that the sample of butter taken by Superinten- 
dent Cole might be analysed at Somerset House, and Mr. 
Seyler’s analysis confirmed or otherwise. 

Mr. Allen strongly opposed the application, but the 
magistrates ultimately acceded to Mr. Hughes’s request. 


FOREIGN MILK AND CREAM. 


SoME extensive correspondence between the City Com- 
mission of Sewers and the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs and the Board of Agriculture on the subject of the 
sale of adulterated and affected milk and cream from 
foreign countries, together with despatches from the English 
Consuls in Sweden, Russia, the Netherlands, and 
Denmark, have been issued in the shape of a report. 
It appears by a return from the Board of Agriculture 
in 1894 that 161,638 gallons, and during the eleven 
months to November, 1895, 124,915 gallons of milk 
and cream were imported into the United Kingdom 
from Sweden, Holland, Belgium, Norway, Denmark, 
and North Russia. Of the latter quantity Sweden con- 
tributed 109,428 gallons and Holland 14,103 gallons ; of 
the small balance of 1,384 gallons, one-half was imported 
from Norway, while the remainder came from Belgium, 
Denmark, and Russia. The Commission of Sewers real- 
ising that English producers of milk and cream were put to 


considerable expense in order to comply with the re-. 


quirements of sanitary authorities for insuring the purity 
of the produce, instructed the clerk (Mr. H. M. Bates) 
to address a letter to the Marquis of Salisbury asking 
him to cause enquiries to be made through the British 
Consuls in the above-mentioned countries, with a view to 
the Foreign Office taking steps to ensure, as far as practic- 
able, the purity of the foreign supply of milk and cream. To 
this request Lord Salisbury very courteously acceded, and the 
information afforded through consular mediums is instruc- 
tive. The precautions taken by the Belgian authorities 
against the sale of impure or affected milk appear, for the 
most part, to be comprehensive and adequate in the interests 
of the public health, if they are enforced; but one of the 
paragraphs in a circular issued to the provincial governors 
by the Minister of Agriculture runs in this mild form: 
“Some foreign regulations forbid absolutely the sale of 
milk coming from houses in which certain contagious 
diseases, such as typhoid fever, small-pox, scarlet fever, or 
diphtheria are prevalent. This Government, wishing to avoid 
any excess of severity, deems itself justified in merely recom- 
mending urgently that the milk may be completely isolated 
rom the sick persons, from the persons who nurse them, 





from the rooms occupied by them, and from the substances 
or articles which have been in contact with them.” In 
Sweden there are no regulations in force under which the 
cattle are reared and kept, this being entirely left to the 
means and judgment of the agriculturist, but ordinances 
are in force respecting the sale of milk and cream in large 
municipalities, where the services of sanitary officers are 
brought into requisition to safeguard the general public 
from infection by means of milk. Ina despatch from St. 
Petersburg, Lord Salisbury is informed that no milk of any 
kind, or under any form, is exported from Russia to the 
United Kingdom, and that if any cases of export have 
occurred from the Grand Duchy of Finland, they have not 
yet assumed the character of an organised trade. 


FILTRATION OF MILK. 


In a recent number of the British Medical Journal 
there is a note on the filtration of milk. The more con- 
spicuous objects, such as cow hairs, are usually removed 
by straining through coarse muslin, but a quantity of fine 
dirt probably remains. Some of the dirt to be seen at the 
bottom of a pail, jug, or even a glass, consists of a mineral 
dust, but the greater part is neither more nor less than cow- 
dung—a fact which furnishes an obvious explanation of the 
myriads of bacillus coli present in so many samples of milk. 
Sand filtration of milk on its arrival, whether by road or 
rail, at the central depét, has been practised for several 
years in some cities. The filters used by a large firm in 
Berlin consist of large cylindrical vessels divided by hori- - 
zontal perforated diaphragms, three of which are filled with 
clean sifted sand, the milk being forced upwards from the 
lowest compartment by gravitation pressure. The filtered 
milk is not only freed from dirt, but it is stated that the 
number of bacteria is reduced to about one-third, without 
sterilising ; the loss of fat is, in new milk, stated to be small, 
but the quantity of mucus and slimy matter retained in the 
sand—which is, of course, renewed every time—is surpris- 
ing. In answer to this, Mr. H. Droop Richmond, F.I.C. 
(Analyst to the Aylesbury Dairy Company), states that he 
has made for his company a series of observations on sand 
filtration of milk as practised by Messrs. Bolle, of Berlin. 
His conclusions were that (1) the efficacy of a sand filter 
does not depend on the sand, but practically on the muslin. 
or other strainers used ; (2) when the milk passes through 
the filters with sufficient rapidity, no greater amount of 
deposit is removed than by simple straining ; (3) the deposit 
removed by the sand filters does not differ in composition 
from that removed by straining ; (4) for a moderate turn- 
over of milk at least one ton of sand must be washed free 
from putrescible organic matter, dried, and sterilised daily. — 
The difficulty of doing this properly is so great that there is 
considerable danger of its being perfunctorily performed. 
The directors subsequently retained the services of a ~ 
German dairy engineer to carry out experiments with the 
plant. His results did not differ from Mr. Richmond’s, 
and his conclusion was that the milk was so much cleaner 
than the German milk that there was practically nothing to 
remove. 


WHAT IS THE NOURISHING PART OF MEAT P 


THE only nutrient portion of meat, we are told by 
Modern Medicine (Lit. Digest), is the solid part. Hence 
beef tea, although stimulating, has no food value. Says 
this journal: ‘‘ The only portion of the flesh of an animal 
which is possessed of real nutritive value is that part which © 
has been alive and active before death. These living — 
structures are not soluble; if they were, an animal which 
happened to fall into the water would dissolve like a lump 
of sugar. During life there is a small portion of nutritive 
material in solution in circulation in the body. After death 
this small amount of soluble food material is rapidly con- 
verted into excrementitious matter; and as the skin, 
kidneys, and lungs cease their action, these poisonous — 
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substances rapidly accumulate within the body, the 
molecular or cell life of the body continuing some hours 
after death. It thus appears that beef tea, as a French 
physician recently remarked, is a ‘veritable solution of 
poisons.’ The only portion of the flesh which has any 
nutritive value is that which is thrown away in making the 
beef tea or extract. The popular faith in beef tea as a 
concentrated nourishment has, however, become so 
thoroughly fixed and rooted that some time will be required 
to rid the world of this erroneous idea; but it is highly 
important that information upon the subject should be 
disseminated as rapidly and as widely as possible, for there 
is no doubt that many lives are annually sacrificed by faith 
in the superior nutriment value of meat juices.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


_ At Barming, Elizabeth Ann Baker, landlady of the 
“ Bull Inn,” Barming, was summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Act for selling to P.S. Foreman half-a-pint of whisky 
which was 1°8 degrees under the legal standard of strength. 
—P.S. Foreman stated that he paid 1s. 4d. for the whisky, 
and Supt. Johnson produced the analysis, showing that the 
mple was 1°8 degrees under proof. The superintendent 
stated that he also took samples of gin and Irish whisky, 
but these had been returned as correct. When dividing 
the whisky, Mrs. Baker said she knew the gin and Trish 
_ whisky were all right, but she was not certain of the Scotch, 
which she had had in the house for rather a long time. 
She addressed the Bench to the same effect, adding that a 
hotice in the bar stated that all spirits were adulterated.— 
The Bench decided to dismiss the case on defendant paying 
_ the costs, ros. 


7 MILK. 


AT North London, Mr. F. W. Lane, proprietor of the 
Country Farmers’ Milk Supply Company, Culford Road, 
Kingsland, was summoned by the Hackney Vestry for sell- 
‘ing milk from which 70 per cent. of cream had been ab- 
Stracted. Sanitary Inspector Punter said he saw the 
‘defendant’s man selling milk at Stamford Hill Road. He 
had a milk can in his hand, and was selling his milk at 23d. 
aquart. Mr. Tilley (for Mr. Romain), who defended, said 
that on the milk barrow which the man was trundling there 
was distinctly painted, ‘Partly separated milk 23d. a 
quart,” and the man had only just gone from the barrow 
with his can when the purchase in question was made. The 
defendant went into the box, and said that the milk was 
pudding milk, and his man had been known on this round 
for four years as selling such milk between 9 and 12 in the 
day. Mr. D’Eyncourt did not think any fraud was intended, 
and dismissed the summons on payment of 12s. 6d. costs. 


Ropprt Harris, of Kingsbury-road, Ball’s-pond, sum- 
moned by the Islington Vestry for selling milk adulterated 
with eight per cent. of added water, said he did not puta 
spoonful of water in. 
Vestry) that he had been twenty-five years in business and 
never been in trouble before. Fined 5s., and 12s. 6d. 
costs. 


WiLu1AM JaMEs, milkvendory was summoned at the 
Pontypridd Police-court, on January roth, for selling adul- 
terated milk. Superintendent Cole stated that he purchased 
a pint of milk from William Rees Davies, who said that he 
sold it for the defendant. He asked for fresh milk, and he 
was only charged 13d. for it. Upon analysis it was found 
that it was deficient of butter fat to the extent of 28 per 
cent. The defendant’s wife told the Bench that the milk 
was not fresh, but skimmed; but Superintendent Cole 
stated that when he asked Davies why the milk was so 
cheap, he was told that the price had been reduced because 
Others sold it for 13d. a pint. A fine of £2, including 
costs, was imposed. 
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At Leeds on January atst, before the Stipendiary 
Magistrate, William Thorpe, Ochre House, Whitehall 
Road, Farnley, Leeds, was summoned for supplying milk 
wholesale, on December 12th, which had been certified by 
the City Analyst to contain 18 per cent. of added water. 
Mr. Willey, for the defence, said his client had been en- 
gaged in the business for thirty years, and had had no pre- 
vious complaints. Defendant was fined 4os. and costs, the 
Stipendiary remarking that there was no suggestion that he 
had any dishonest intention. 


BUTTER. 


At Bury, on January 24th, James Witney, grocer, 
Rock Street, was summoned for exposing for sale, by 
retail, margarine which was not labelled as such, and also 
for selling one pound of butter which was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality of butter, being adulterated with 
60 per cent. of fats other than butter. Mr. Harry Cass, 
inspector of food and drugs for the borough, said that an 
agent of his purchased the article in the defendant’s shop. 
He met his agent coming out of the shop, and they went in 
again, and witness told the manager that the butter was 
wanted for analysis. The manager then asked what it 
would cost to make it right. Mr. Butcher, for the defence, 
urged that what the shop-manager had done was not 
evidence against the defendant. He pleaded guilty to the 
offences with which he was charged in the summonses. 
The defendant was fined £1 and costs in each case. 


COFFEE. 


At Keighley, Cowling Lightfoot, grocer, Lees, was 
summoned by Inspector Randerson for selling coffee 
which contained 50 per cent. of chicory. Defendant 
said the offence was due to ignorance. He _ bought 
3lbs. of mixed coffee on June 8th, 1896, and this was 
a portion of it. He had thought that “mixed” coffee 
meant two or three sorts of coffee ground up together. 
There were red wheat and white wheat, and he had thought 
there were different sorts of coffee. He had since inquired, 
and found he ought to have got pure coffee. He paid ts. 
per lb. for it, and sold Mr. Randerson a half-pound for 7d., 
so that he had not robbed anybody. He might be wrong 
in law. The chairman: And morally too. Defendant : 
It’s all due to ignorance. The Chairman: Youare a sensible 
man, and doubtless you remember the old hymn— 


It is a sin to steal a pin, 
Much more to steal a greater thing. 


Defendant: I didn’t know I was doing wrong. I am a 
poor old fellow suffering from rheumatism, and I hope you'll 
be as lenient as possible. I want to get on honestly, and I 
have never tried in my life to act otherwise. The Chairman 
said they were willing to accept the defendant’s statement, 
though a man who kept a shop ought to know the difference 
between mixed coffee and pure coffee. They had decided 
to be very lenient, but they desired that nobody should be 
misled into thinking that the Bench did not regard offences 
such as this as serious. Defendant would have to pay 
2s. 6d. and the full costs.—Martha Edmondson, grocer, 
Cross Roads, was summoned for selling coffee which con- 
tained 60 per cent. of chicory. Mr. Randerson said he 
was served by the defendant’s daughter, and a day or two 
later he received a note from the defendant saying that by 
a mistake the mixture was not wrapped in a paper contain- 
ing the proper label. He, however, paid 8d. for half a 
pound, the price of pure coffee. One of the labels which 
the defendant said she used for this mixture was produced 
in court, and the Chairman read it as ‘A mixture of 
chicory and coffee” (laughter), Defendant also produced 
the tin in which she kept the mixture, and said it ‘was 
labelled clearly enough as “chicory and coffee.” It was 
there in the shop for anybody to see, and the whole affair 








was due to a mistake. A gentleman rose in the court at 
this point, and wished to speak, but the Chairman declined 
to hear him. In imposing a fine of 20s, and costs, the 
Chairman said the maximum penalty was £20, and any 
future cases brought before them would be much more 
severely dealt with. 


Ar Lambeth, the secretary of the Home and Colonial 
Stores, Limited, was summoned at the instance of the 
Newington Vestry for selling coffee not of the nature, sub- 
stance, and quality of the article demanded by the pur- 
chaser. Mr. Clarke Williams appeared for the defence. 
Acting upon the instructions of Mr. J. H. Rugg, one of the 
sanitary inspectors in the service of the vestry, a boy 
entered the defendants’ shop in Newington Butts, and 
asked for half a pound of coffee. He was told the article 
with which he was being supplied was a mixture, and it 
was handed to him in a wrapper bearing the words 
“Coffee and chicory.” A large notice was also 
exhibited in the shop bearing the words “ Finest coffee 
and English chicory. Fresh roasted and ground at any 
moment. Per 1s. 1b.” The sample purchased by the 
boy was submitted to Dr. Muter, the public analyst, and 
the certificate of that gentleman was now produced, 
showing that the sample consisted of 30 per cent. of coffee 
and 70 per cent. of chicory. In reply to some questions by 
Mr. Clarke Williams, Inspector Rugg said the vestry con- 
sidered it an abnormal proportion of chicory, and instructed 
him to take proceedings. Mr. Clarke Williams said the 
defendants were not satisfied that this was a fair sample 
of the article they sold ; but it often happened that.a small 
sample was not a satisfactory test of the bulk. The 
defendant had been in the habit of putting half-and-half 
—a very reasonable proportion. The mixtures, which were 
sold as French coffee, often contained 80 to go per cent. 
of chicory. Dr. Muter, the public analyst, was called 
for the defence, and, in answer to a question by Mr. 
Clarke Williams, said the proportion of chicory in the 
mixtures sold in tins as French coffee was sometimes as 
high as 85 to 90 per cent. Mr. Hopkins remarked that the 
point in this case was as small as it could possibly be. The 
article was sold at the stores in the most open way possible 
as a mixture, but he was asked to find that this was a 
fraudulent mixture and not a fair mixture of coffee and 
chicory. He should have thought it would have occurred 
to everyone that no magistrate could find that upon the 
analyst’s certificate alone. Why the Vestry should have 
taken upon themselves to direct a summons when that was 
the only evidence they could give he did not know. The 
summons would be dismissed. Mr. Clarke Williams applied 
for costs. Mr. Hopkins remarked that the Vestry was 
struggling as best it could to keep the food supply of London 
pure. He could not give costs. 


SUGAR: IMPORTANT CONVICTION. 


AT Chertsey, Edward Burgess, grocer, of Addlestone, 
was summoned by Mr. Frederick Cliffe, a county inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling a quantity of 
sugar not of the nature, quality, and substance of the 
article demanded.—Mr. J. A. S. Bucknill (instructed by 
Mr. Kelly, solicitor, of Addlestone), appeared for the 
defence.—Mr. Cliffe informed the magistrates that a 
similar case had never been brought before them on any 
previous occasion. He sent his boy into Mr. Burgess’s 
shop for half-a-pound of Demerara sugar. He was served, 
and the usual notification was given that the sugar was wanted 
for analytical purposes. The analyst’s certificate, however, 
showed that it was not Demerara sugar, but was 
an imitation. — Mr. Bucknill said he was not pre- 
pared to dispute that it was Demerara sugar. It 


was, in fact, beet sugar, which in most respects was _ Dreaper then contended that the sale was not prejudicial to 
He intended, however, to put a | 


similar to cane sugar. 
different version on the facts.—Frederick Hampshire, a 
boy, was then called. He said he went into Mr. Burgess’s 
shop and asked for half-a-pound of Demerara sugar. 


Mr, | 
Burgess himself served witness, and he paid a penny for the | 
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article demanded.—Mr. Bucknill: I do not think there is — 


| I objected, and said, “It is only crystal sugar.” 


| endeavoured to show that, as the officer had written 
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sugar. He (witness) took the sugar to the shop door, — 
where he saw Mr. Cliffe, and gave it tohim. Mr. Cliffe — 
then entered the shop, and witness heard him ask the — 
defendant if it was Demerara sugar? and he replied “Yes.” 
-—In reply to Mr. Bucknill, the witness said he was sure he 
asked for Demerara sugar. Mr. Cliffe wrote on a piece of © 
paper, “Sample of Demerara sugar,” and Mr. Burgess let 
him do so, remarking, ‘ At least, it is yellow crystals.” —Mr. 
Cliffe, after deposing to sending the boy for the half-a-pound 
of Demerara sugar, said he returned to the shop, and while 
he was dividing it, he said to Mr. Burgess: ‘‘ This is 
Demerara sugar, Mr. Burgess?” and he said, ‘“ Yes,” but 
added, “ At least, it is yellow crystal sugar, and I supposeit’s — 
the same?” Witness replied, “It is not the same sugar; but I — 
will see what the public analyst says about it.” The analyst’s — 
certificate showed that there was 98°6 per cent. of sugar — 
crystals, 1°4 per cent. of moisture, and a trace of dye. The — 
analyst further stated that the sample was one of dyed — 
sugar crystals, and not sugar known as genuine Demerara 
sugar. The Clerk: Is there a difference in the quality 
of the sugar? Mr. Cliffe: The one is beet sugar — 
and the other cane, and there is a considerable differ- 
ence in the price. Mr. Baker: But the sweetening — 
power is the same. Mr. Cliffe: I contend that the — 
sugar was not of the nature, substance, and quality of the 


any point in the fact that the two sugars are different. It — 
is really difficult to tell what the difference is. As a matter 
of fact, the sugars sell at very much the same price, but of — 
course the questionis whether the boy got what he asked for ? 
(To Mr. Cliffe): You don’t suggest that it is a bad sugar P— 
Mr. Cliffe: No.—Mr. Bucknill: You say that the sugar, as — 
yellow sugar, is all right, and that it is a good sample of | 
beet sugar. — Mr. Cliffe: It possesses many of the qualities 
of cane sugar, but it is not cane sugar.— Mr. Bucknill: You 
don’t think Mr. Burgess had any intention of deceiving >— 
Mr. Cliffe : No; I don’t think he would. I don’t think he is ~ 
the man who would do so (applause in court).—Mr. Burgess 
then gave his version of the affair. He said he was kneeling 
down behind the counter when the boy came in, and 
thought he distinctly asked for a pennyworth of sugar. — 
He got up, and then asked the lad if he asked for a penny- — 
worth or half-a-pound of sugar. The boy replied half-a- — 
pound, and witness served him. When Mr. Cliffe came — 
into the shop and said he wanted to send the sugar — 
for analysis, and was proceeding to write “sample of © 
Demerara sugar,” witness objected. In fact he never — 
heard a word about Demerara sugar until then. By Mr. — 
De Salis: He never kept Demerara sugar, as there was no — 
sale for it. He asked the boy straight about the sugar, and — 
he looked at him and said “halfa-pound.” Mr. Cliffe: — 
You say you didn’t hear the boy ask for Demerara sugar ? 
Mr. Burgess: Directly I saw you write ‘“ Demerara sugar” — 
Theg 
magistrates held that a case had been made out, and they — 
fined the defendant 2o0s., including costs.—Bella Coombes, 
a grocer, of Addlestone, was also fined £1, including 
costs, for a similar offence. 


AT Worts, on January 17th, Harriett Rodburn was — 
summoned for selling adulterated sugar. The inspector 
said he went into defendant’s shop and asked for 
a pound of Demerara sugar, for which he paid two- ~ 
pence, and, being positively assured by defendant that 


a 


it was Demerara sugar, he told her it would be 
analysed. She then endeavoured to snatch it from 
him. 


The City Analyst certified that it was artifically- 


coloured beet sugar. Mr, 


Dreaper, for the defence, 


‘‘ Demara” on the packet of sugar, he had not asked for 
Demerara ; but the witness maintained that he did. Mr. 


—_—— 


the purchaser ; but the Justices’ Clerk pointed out that the 
law recognised as prejudice the sale of anything different 
from that asked for by the purchaser. The Bench fined 


defendant, an old lady over eighty years of age, gos. and 
costs. 
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‘“ DRUGS. 

At Dudley, on January 19, John Richard Smith, grocer, 
_ Hart’s Hill, was summoned for selling paregoric not of the 
_ nature and substance demanded. It was stated that the 
article was entirely deficient of opium. The compound 
was also 15 per cent. under proof spirit. Defendant said 
grocers were forced to sell drugs nowadays if they were to 


_- keep their customers together, and he purchased from the 


wholesale dealer an article which he believed at the time to 
be genuine. The magistrates pointed out to him that he 
ought to have had a written warranty when he made the 
purchase. Fined 20s. and costs. 


PUTRID TINNED MEAT. 


At Thames, on January 2oth, Charles Webster, of 18, 
Furze-street, Bromley, appeared to answer an adjourned 
summons for having been in possession of ten tins of meat 
which were unsound and unfit for human food, and which 
he had sold to Mrs. Woodroff, Pole-street; and Mrs, 
Matilda Webster, his mother, was now summoned for 
being concerned in the offence. Mr. Milner Jutsum pro- 
secuted on behalf of the vestry of Mile-end Old Town, 
and Mr. George Hay Young defended. On November 4th 
Dr. T. Taylor, medical officer of health, and Mr. Lyon, 
sanitary inspector, visited the premises of Mrs. Woodroff, 
- 2, Pole-street, and seized some tins of meat which were 
absolutely putrid. The tins were brought to the court 
and condemned. Mrs. Woodroff said she ordered the 
goods from .a traveller named King, and did not know 
they came from the defendants. She gave notice to the 
sanitary inspector, and, on seeing the condition of the tins, 
did not intend to sell them. Mr. George Hay Young sub- 
mitted that after the latter evidence the defendants could 
not be convicted, as the tins were not intended for sale. 
They could only ke convicted where the article was liable 
to be seized and deposited for sale. It was the purchaser who 
calledin theauthoritiesand handed thetinsovertothem.—Mr. 
Jutsum contended that when the goods were deposited they 
were intended for sale and consequently liable to be seized. 
—Mr. Dickinson referred to the walnut case decided by Mr. 
Justice Kennedy, in which it was stated that as they were 
not intended for sale they did not constitute an article liable 
to be seized. The effect of that was when the honest person 
was careful the dishonest person was liable to be excused. 
He was afraid the present case was one in point, and the 
summonses he had reluctantly to dismiss,—Mr. Jutsumasked, 
if his board wished to test the point, whether his worship 
would grant a case.—Mr. Dickinson replied that he would 
be glad to assist Mr. Jutsum in any way if he made his 
application in writing and pointed out any substantial differ- 
ence, as, otherwise, it would not be deferential on his (the 
magistrate’s) part to the judges who tried the case.—Mr. 
Young said under the circumstances he would not ask for 
costs. — (Laughter. ) 


UNSOUND POULTRY. 


At Clerkenwell, on January 21st, John Sainsbury, of 11, 
Stamford Street, Blackfriars, was summoned for having on 
his premises, for the purpose of sale, 43, High Street, and 
51, Chapel Street, Clerkenwell, nine fowls and thirteen 
turkeys, which were unsound. Mr. Sandeman prosecuted, 
and Mr. Ricketts defended. The birds were seized on 
December 31st by Inspector Bartlett, sanitary officer in the 
employment of the Clerkenwell Vestry, and taken to Clerken- 
well Police-court, where they were condemned by the 
sitting magistrate. Dr. Glaister, medical officer, said the 
poultry seized was unfit for human consumption. It was 
decomposed.—Mr. Ricketts: Do you object to game ?—-The 
Witness: No, but I don’t like it high. (Laughter.)—Mr. 
Ricketts: Would you condemn game?—The Witness: If it was 
as “high” as the birds the inspector seized. (Laughter.)—For 
the defence, Mr. Ricketts pointed out that twenty-one of 
the twenty-two birds seized were found at 43, High Street. 
The manager of that establishment was at home ill at the 











time the poultry was seized. Although Mr. Sainsbury had 
five shops in Islington, he was not personally associated 
with their management. On December 31st the weather 
was mild, and it was owing to the negligence of the de- 
fendant’s servants that the “tainted” birds were not 
separated from the stock. The defendant had carried on 
business for twenty years, and had never been summoned 
for any offence. Mr. Horace Smith imposed fines and costs 
amounting to £10 6s. 


PRISON FOR A DISEASED MEAT PURVEYOR. 


AT Clerkenwell, on January 18th, William Haynes, of 
Milton, Burton-on-Trent, was summoned before Mr. Bros, 
by Sanitary Inspector Billing, of the Holborn District 
Board of Works, for depositing for sale at the shop of John 
Palmer, 111, Charterhouse Street, two quarters of beef 
which was diseased and unfit for human consumption.— 
The officer seized the meat on December 16th, upon its 
delivery. It was unsightly and flabby, and there was every 
evidence that the animal.had died a natural death from 
some inflammatory disease.—The defendant asserted that 
the animal was perfectly sound, and that he killed and 
dressed it in the ordinary way. He purchased it for 
45 78. 6d.—Several previous convictions were proved 
against Haynes for similar offences, he being sent to prison 
on the last occasion for six weeks without the option of a 
fine.—Mr. Bros said it was his intention to do all he could 
to prevent the sending of diseased meat to the London 
market. The defendant would have to go to prison for 
three months. : 


THE REWARD OF VIRTUE. 


At Salford, on December 8th, Michael Keegan, of 
Clifton Lane, Broughton, a wholesale provision dealer, was 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Acts with having 
sold margarine as butter, and also with being a wholesale 
dealer and selling margarine which was not properly marked. 
Mr. Evans, deputy town clerk, who prosecuted, stated that 
the charge was that the defendant sold three-quarters of a 
pound of margarine as butter. Mr. Desquesnes, on behalf 
of the defendant, admitted the offence. The defendant 
had been previously convicted, and he was now ordered to 
pay £10 and costs for selling the article. He was ordered 
to pay the costs on the other summons, 

Mr. Keegan has, we understand, since been compen- 
sated by the Salford people, the workhouse contract for 
margarine and cheese having been given to him the week 
following above conviction. We think Manchester news- 
papers should have something to say about this method of 
encouraging purity in food and suppressing adulteration. 


MORE CONDEMNATIONS OF SURREPTITIOUS 
DRUGGINGS AND DYES IN FOOD. 


Dr. A. WYNTER BiytH, public analyst for Maryle- 
bone, in a report issued on January 21st to the local vestry, 
referring to the colouring of margarine with aniline dye so as 
to resemble butter, expressed the hope that the proposed 
amendment of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act will make 
it an offence to colour foods with aniline dye unless the 
purchaser was informed of the fact. He adds: “ The 
aniline dyes possess such great tinctorial power that even 
with those that are poisonous the quantity taken in the con- 
sumption of any one ordinary coloured article is most 
minute, so that in few cases could decided symptoms be 


| produced. On the other hand, when sugar, butter, milk, 


cream, sausages, confectionery, and a number of other 
things all have a small trace of aniline, these traces in the 
day total up. Observations and experiment have shown 
that the aniline dyes in small doses interfere with digestion.” 
Dr. Blyth is of opinion that the increase of maladies of 
the digestive organs is in part due to the increasing use of 
the aniline or tar colours, and to the use of antiseptics, such 
as boracic acid, formalin, and salicylic acid. 


PARAFFIN WAX IN MARGARINE. 


Emity Brown, of 120, George Road, Holloway, was 
summoned at Clerkenwell; on January 19th, for selling 
margarine that was in bulk not properly labelled, for 
delivering it in a wrapper not properly marked, and for 
selling margarine adulterated with 6°7 per cent. of paraffin 
wax. 

The summons was taken out by the Islington Vestry, 
for whom Mr. Bramall appeared. 

Mr. Bramall said samples of the margarine sold by the 
defendant were purchased by an officer of the vestry. 
Upon analysis they were found to contain 6°7 per cent. of 
paraffin wax, which was put into the margarine with the 
object of preserving it; but, if taken into the human 
system, proved to be most mischievous. It was possible 
that serious gastric disturbances might result from eating a 
mixture containing paraffin wax. 

The defendant said she had been in service for ten 
years, and, having saved a little money, opened a small 
general shop, for which she paid tos. a week. She was 
entirely ignorant of the law governing the sale of margarine, 
and had only occupied the shop nineteen days when the 
vestry officer purchased samples. She bought two baskets 
of margarine trom a firm in Caledonian Road, who, she 
believed, obtained the mixture from a wholesale merchant 
in the City. 

Mr. Bros, in imposing penalties and costs amounting to 
47s., said he thought the defendant should try and recover 
the money from the firm who supplied the margarine. 


MORE ANALYSTS’ DIFFERENCES. 


In the Edinburgh Sheriff Court, on January 24th, 
before Sheriff Hamilton, David Davidson, dairyman, South 
Street, Dalkeith, was charged, at the instance of Paul 
Goudie, sanitary inspector, Dalkeith, with having, on the 
1st December last, in his dairy in Dalkeith, sold to the 
complainer threepence worth of sweet milk, which was 
adulterated by having at least 7 per cent. of its natural fat 
extracted, or otherwise having sold milk from which 7 per 
cent. of its natural fat had been abstracted without dis- 
closing the alteration to the customer. Objections were 


taken to the relevancy of the complaint by Mr. Chisholm, | 
solicitor, Dalkeith, who represented the accused, which | 


his lordship repelled, and the case went to proof. Mr. 
Trotter, advocate, prosecuted. Paul Goudie stated that he 
and Police-Constable Young entered the dairy on the 
morning in question and bought a quantity of milk, men- 
tioning to the woman in charge that it was intended for 
analysis by the public analyst. The report by Mr. Hunter, 
the analyst, showed that the fat contained in the milk was 


2°61 per cent., and that the milk had been adulterated | 


7 per cent. Upon receiving the report witness instituted 
the prosecution. Dr. Hunter, the county analyst, in his 
evidence said the sample which had been submitted to 
him had, in his opinion, been adulterated at least 7 per 
cent. For the defence, Davidson stated that he could not 
account for the deficiency in the milk analysed except that 
the bottles had previously been filled with the skimmed 
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milk. Dr. Stevenson Macadam, lecturer in Chemistry in | 


Surgeons’ Hall, deposed that he had never heard that any 


standard had been fixed. He had taken many samples of | 


genuine milk which contained less than 2°75 per cent. of 


fat. Dr. Bell, of Somerset House, had found many samples | 
which contained less than 2°75 per cent. After hearing | 
other evidence, Sheriff Hamilton said he was not satisfied | 


that the whole of the skimmed milk had been removed 
from the bottles before being refilled with the sweet milk. 
On that ground he dismissed the case. 


ADULTERATED TINCTURE OF RHUBARB. 
At the Halifax West Riding Court, Elizabeth Wilson, 


grocer, of Warley, was charged with selling adulterated | 


tincture of rhubarb. William Henry Crabtree, inspector 
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for the Sowerby district, said that he called at the shop and — 
bought a quantity of the tincture for analytical purposes. 
He sent a part to the public analyst for the West Riding at 
Sheffield, and from him had received a document to the 
effect that there was a large preponderance of water, there 
being a deficiency of one-fifth of alcohol. This in his 
opinion was not due to long keeping. Mrs. Wilson pleaded 
that she bought the tincture over two years ago, and had 
no doubt but that it was pure. In answer to the Bench, 
she said it was purchased from Mr. Jessop, of Halifax. A 
fine of 10s. and 18s. costs was imposed, the Chairman 
remarking that she had a remedy against the party who 
supplied her. 


SODA WATER. 


At South Shields, A. N. Dodds was summoned for 
selling soda-water containing only o’5 grain of bi-carbonate 
of soda to the ten-ounce bottle. The Inspector stated that 
soda-water was a medical preparation, though it was com- 
monly used as a beverage, and, according to the British 
Pharmacopeeia, should contain fifteen grains in a bottle 
of the size mentioned. Instead of that, in the case 
before them there was only half a grain. The Public 
Analyst, asked by the Chairman if he thought it advisable 
that a medicinal preparation, containing fifteen grains per 
ten-ounce bottle, should be used for ordinary purposes, 
stated that he thought soda-water of a lower standard 
should be sold with a label indicating that it was not 
soda-water according to the British Pharmacopeceia. If 
it contained five grains or less the fact should be put upon 
the labels. Mr. W. Dodds, son of the defendant, explained 
that they made soda-water to suit the taste of their cus- 
tomers. If they put into it fifteen grains it would be so 
unpalatable that people would not drink it. ‘The Chairman 
said the Bench were of opinion that only a technical offence 
had been committed. They did not think that there was 
any intention to defraud or that any wrong had been done, 
but in order that the objects of the Corporation might be 
carried out they would impose a nominal fine of 5s. and 
costs. Manufacturers should label their aérated waters to 
show that they contained a smaller proportion of soda than 
fifteen grains per ten-ounce bottle. Other similar cases were 
heard, and fines of like amount inflicted. 


ST. LUKE’S VESTRY AND A MARGARINE PROSECUTION. 


A REPORT was received from the solicitor to the Vestry 
stating that a summons against a tradesman, for selling 
margarine as butter, had been dismissed. 

Mr. Rumball thought the Public Health Committee 
ought to be careful in ordering prosecution in such matters. 
The article in question contained between 98 and gg per 
cent. of margarine, so it was not sufficiently impregnated 
with butter to be said that it was adulterated with it. It 
was pretty well known that at the establishment in question, 
if a person asked for half-a-pound, ro ozs. were supplied. 
It reflected badly on the Vestry when they did not geta 
conviction, for it was looked at as harassing the ratepayers, 
and besides, there was the expense. He thought in the 
future the committee ought to bea little more careful before 
they took proceedings in such cases. 

Mr. W. Howes: I think the committee was justified in 
taking the proceedings. Last week the Islington Sanitary 
Authority summoned one of these people, and got him 
heavily fined. It was only on a technical point we lost our 
case. 

Mr. Tasker: I think in the interests of the public, it is 
better to let such matters rest after they have been dealt 
with by the court. The matter then dropped. 


THE SOCIETY OF PUBLIC ANALYSTS. 
On Foop ADULTERATION. 


THE Society of Public Analysts held their annual dinner 
on January 18th. Dr, Bernard Dyer in asking his hearers 
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to drink to the Houses of Parliament, expressed regret that 
last session the Goverment did not pass a bill embodying 
the recommendations of the Committee on Food Adultera- 
tion, although Mr. Kearley made a gallant attempt to stim- 


ulate them by introducing a measure of his own. How 
urgent the subject was public analysts knew well, 
and they hoped that Mr. Chaplin, in the coming 


session, would present a bill better than the one he 
brought forward and withdrew last year. Mr. Kearley, 
M.P., responding to the toast, contended that Mr. 
Chaplin’s Food Adulteration Bill of last session trifled 
with a great national question. The reason, he suspected, 
was that the Government thought the question was one of 
town versus country, and therefore they were timid about it. 
_ If that was their view, they were mistaken. The towns were 
- even more interested than the rural districts in the preven- 
tion of adulteration. To them the question was vital. The 
poor man who stole milk was much less criminal than the 
milkman who adulterated his wares. The latter, however, 
was encouraged by the utter inadequacy of the penalties 
imposed on persons who falsified the food of the people. 
In three weeks a Queen’s Speech would be read in 
; Parliament. If it did not promise to introduce a bill 
against the adulteration of food, Mr. Kearley would move 
an amendment to the Address, as he had done in two 
_ previous sessions. Should that step prove fruitless he would 
__use other means all through the session to force a bill from 
_ the Government. 


ADULTERATION IN CORK. 

_ Tue City and County Analyst, Mr. D. J. C. Mahony, 
states that: “During the quarter ending December 3ist, 
1897, there have been examined under Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 141 samples, being 133 milks, 3 butters, 
4 whiskeys, and 1 port wine. Of the milks 11 gave 4 per 
cent. fat, 28 over 33 per cent., 32 over 3 1-3rd per cent., 41 
over 3 per cent.; and 21 samples less than 3 per cent. fat. 
Of these latter seven were deficient in fat to different extents 
varying from 10 to 16 percent. The vendors in such cases 
were successfully prosecuted. One sample of whiskey was 
37 per cent. under proof, being 12 per cent. below the 
limit. Vendor was fined. None of the butters were found 
to contain any fat other than that of butter, and the percent- 
age of water in no case exceeded 16 percent. Thirteen 
samples of water were examined, 9 being city supply samples. 
Of these six were ranked as of low quality amongst waters 
of first class, and three were amongst second class waters. 
The other three waters were stream waters, and contained 
a good deal of organic matter derived from surface drainage 
from off roads and manured land. None of them were 
in their then condition suitable for drinking purposes.” 


THE SYMBOLISM OF SALT. 

THE prominence of salt as a religious and social sym- 
bol is doubtless due to the fact that it became a necessity 
to most nations at an early stage of civilisation, and 
that it was a luxury very hard for primitive man to 
obtain in many parts of the world. There are still, even 
in this era of commerce, portions of Central Africa 
where the use of this mineral is a luxury confined to the 
rich. 

In ancient times and among inland peoples the posses- 
sion of a salt spring was regarded as a special gift of the 
gods. The Chaonians in Epirus had one which flowed 
into a stream where there were no fish, and the legend was 
that Heracles had allowed their forefathers to have salt 
instead of fish. 

The Germans waged war for the possession of saline 
springs, and believed that the presence of salt in the soil 
invested the district with peculiar sanctity, and made it a 
place where prayers were most readily heard. 

That religious significance should come to be attached to 
a substance so highly prized, and in many cases so hard to 
obtain, seems but natural, especially as the habitual use of 
the mineral commenced with the advance from nomadic to 
agricultural life—that step in civilization that is said to most 
influence the cults of the nations. 
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So important. was salt to the ancients that it has been 
conjectured that the oldest trade routes were created for 
traffic in the article. Certainly, with the addition of incense, 
it plays the principal part in all that is known of the ancient 
highways of commerce. Qne of the roads in Italy is the 
Via Salaria, by which the produce of the salt. pans of Ostia 
was carried up into the Sabine country, and to the present 
day the caravan trade of Sahara is largely dependant upon 
salt.—Lop. Sct. Monthly. 


SOME CURIOUS STATEMENTS ABOUT MILK AND 
MICROBES, 

A MEETING, under the auspices of the Glasgow Dairy- 
men’s Association, was held in the Religious Institution 
Rooms, when Mr. Campbell, lecturer on dairying to the 
West of Scotland Technical College, delivered an address 
on ‘Facts and Fallacies About Germs.” It was a common 
idea, he said, that milk is swarming with unpleasant and 
creepy microbes exceedingly injurious to human beings, 
therefore many people abstained from drinking milk. This, 
however, was a great mistake, for instead of damaging the 
milk these bacili were beneficial. Despite the assertions 
of text-books, there was practically only one microbe present 
in milk, and that this one was necessary and of great value 
might be gathered from the fact that some years ago a 
specialist obtained cholera germs and added them to milk, 
with the surprising result that in less than half a day every 
cholera germ had disappeared, having been destroyed by 
the one species of bacteria found in milk. Other cases ofa 
similar nature were exemplified. 


PURE MILK AND MILK PRESERVATIVES. 


Dr. W. WILLIAMS, medical officer of health to the 
Glamorgan County Council, recently gave an address at 
Bristol on ‘ Pure Milk and its Adulteration.” He said :— 


‘“‘T regret to say that my address does not contain the 
results of any original research into ‘The physiological 
action of small doses of the substances used as food pre- 
servatives,’ for this is what is really wanted. It is merely 
a résumé of our present knowledge respecting the practice 
of adding certain chemical antiseptics to milk for the pur- 
pose, it is alleged, of preserving it. These so-called pre- 
servatives are numerous, and they enter largely into many 
articles of food. Milk, butter, cream, cheese, bacon, fish, 
beer, wines, preserves, and other things are frequently 
doctored with them, and, consequently, we encounter some 
of them at almost every meal. ‘his extensive drugging 
of food stuffs practised in the present day is of the highest 
importance as 

AFFECTING THE HEALTH OF THE COMMUNITY, 


in particular that of children and invalids. The class of 
preservatives most commonly met with nowadays contain 
boric acid and its derivatives, and are known by such names 
as glacialin, formalin, Jack Frost, preservitas, etc. The 
adulteration of alimentary substances was practised in the 
civilised countries of Europe at a very remote date. There 
are notices of the sophistications practised by the Greek 
and Roman traders. Pliny alludes to the frauds practised 
by bakers, for they added to bread a white earth, soft to 
the touch and sweet to the taste. The adulteration of 
wines in Athens was so common that a special inspector 
was appointed, whose duty it was to detect and stop such 
practices. In Europe generally, and in our country from 
the eleventh century onwards, the bakers, brewers, and the 
vintners were frequently accused of corrupt practices... . 
The Act of 1860 permitted, but did not compel, the appoint- 
ment of public analysts, the bodies having the power to 
appoint being, in the City of London, the Commissioners 
of Sewers; in the metropolis, the vestries and district 
boards ; and in the counties, courts of Quarter Sessions. 
By the Act of 1875 the appointment of public analysts be- 
came compulsory. In 1874 Society of Public Analysts was 
started, which gave a great stimulus to analytical chemistry 
and the prevention of adulteration. Of late years the 
adulteration of food stuffs has attracted the public attention. 
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To the dealer in food stuffs the significance of their sophis- 
tication is frequently a mere matter of profit or loss, but to 
the general community it is a subject which appeals to 
interests more vital than a desire to avoid pecuniary 
damage, and, involving as it does the question of health, it 
has naturally engendered in the public mind a feeling of un- 
easiness accompanied with a desire for correct information re- 
garding these preservatives. The most usual excuse advanced 
by traders when a case of adulteration has been brought home 
to them, is that they are compelled to resort to such an action 
because of the public demand for cheap commodities, that 
the addition is harmless or actually an improvement, and 
that it serves as a preservative. The claim that manufac- 
turers are often forced on to adulteration by the necessities 
of unfair competition possesses more weight, for an honest 
dealer cannot successfully compete against such dishonesty. 
This has undoubtedly influenced the better class to co- 
operate with public authorities in their endeavour to pre- 
vent adulteration, often with most satisfactory results. I 
now come to 


MILK—ITS ADULTERATION AND PRESERVATION. 


Milk is the fluid secreted by female mammals for the 
nourishment of their young, and hence has come to be 
considered the model food. The milk of various 
domesticated animals, especially that of the cow, has been 
used and valued as an article of food from the earliest 
time. With the ancients, a land “ flowing with milk 
and honey” was a type of plenty, and from the frequent 
allusions to milk—including that of the ewe and goat— 
it is obvious that it must have formed an important part 
of their dietary. Milk is not to be regarded as a definite 
chemical compound, nor even as a mixture of bodies in 
fixed and invariable proportions. Not only does the 
milk of different cows vary within comparatively wide 
limits, but the milk of the same animal is subject to 
extensive fluctuations. The principal cause of these 
variations in the individual are age, breed, period of 
lactation, and treatment (such as the frequency of milking, 
and the condition of the byre). It is only during com- 
paratively recent years that the properties and chemical 
composition of milk have been fully investigated. 
That milk is a typical food is proved by the fact 
that the young of all the higher mammalia are 
fed on it alone for several months, many of them 
for over a year. Having regard, therefore, to the 
enormous quantity daily consumed by all classes of the 
community, especially by children, it is of the greatest im- 
portance that it should be obtained in a pure and unadul- 
terated condition. Also the influence of contaminated milk 
in (causing and) spreading zymotic disease should always be 
borne in mind. A report by Mr. Ernest Hart contains a 
tabular analysis of forty-eight such outbreaks. It would be 
interesting to give a synopsis of these outbreaks, but time 
does not permit it. Suffice it to say that the milk, which 
was presumably pure when drawn, became contaminated 
before it reached the consumer. How can pure milk be 
obtained? It can be obtained from healthy and young 
cows kept and fed under sanitary conditions. In England 
we have no guarantee that such is ever the case, nor shall 
we have it until all dairy cattle are subject to frequent and 
regular inspection by trained and capable men. Whatever 
the mode of the inspection may be, it should be uniform— 
the same for every town and village which supplies milk to 
the market. Such an inspection would prevent the unfair 
competition of men who produce milk under the most in- 
sanitary conditions, from old and diseased cows, who can 
afford to sell milk probably at very small prices, and whose 
convicted misdemeanours reflect upon the whole trade. 
Such a course would also free our herds from the scourge of 
tuberculosis. Pure milk may become contaminated before 


it reaches the dairy. Such a contamination is due invari- ’ 


ably either to (1) infection in the persons immediately con- 
cerned in drawing or handling the milk; or (2) to the 
absence of cleanliness in the milk utensils, the animal, or 
the surroundings. In the report of the Special Commission 
on milk supply, held under the auspices of the Bri//sh 
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Medical Journal (1895), the following reforms were sug- 
gested for the 

BETTER MANAGEMENT OF DAIRIES 
and of a pure milk supply: 1. That all milking be carried 
on in the open air, the animals and operators standing on a 
material which is capable of being thoroughly washed, such 
as a floor of concrete or cement. The site chosen should be 
removed from inhabited parts as far as possible, and should 
be provided with a plentiful and pure water supply. Only 
in this way does it seem possible to avoid the initial 
contamination with the colon bacillus. 2. That greater 
care should be expended on the personal cleanliness of 
the cows. The only too familiar picture of the animal’s 
hindquarters, flanks, and sides being thickly plastered with 
mud and feces is one that should be common no longer. 
It would not be difficult to carry out this change ; indeed, 
in the better managed of our large dairy companies’ farms 
such a condition no longer prevails, but in the smaller farms 
it is too frequently met with. 3. That the hands of the 
milker should be thoroughly washed before the operation of 
milking is commenced, and that after once being 
washed they should not be again employed in handling 
the cow otherwise than in the necessary operation of - 
milking. Any such handling should be succeeded by 
another washing in fresh water before again com- 
mencing to milk. 4. That all milk-vendors’ shops should 
also be kept far cleaner than is often the case at present. 
That all milk-retailing shops should be compelled to pro- 
vide proper storage accommodation, and that the counters, 
etc., should be tiled. Clean milk pans, pure water, and a 
cool, odourless, and clean store room are absolutely indis- 
pensable. The milk utensils should be thoroughly scalded 
after each change of milk. Notwithstanding every pre- 
caution, some amount of hair, epithelium, animal débris, 
and a very large number of bacteria enter the milk. It is 
therefore to be strained through a sieve with very fine wire 
cloth, or hair strainer. Copenhagen has a splendid system 
of milk straining. There they cool it first and then filter it 
by upward filtration through (a) coarse sand; (0) finer 
sand ; (c) finest sand; and then (d@) two or three folds of 
fine linen. These are all arranged one above the other. 
The amount of ‘ fluff” filtered from the milk is immense. 
Many of the organisms which are capable of causing 
disease do so by producing toxic-decomposition products 
from the milk. It is an essential condition of hygienic 
milk production, and especially of a milk suitable 
for children, that it should be kept at a low 
temperature during the whole of the interval be- 
tween milking and consumption. Milk should be 
removed from the cowshed as quickly as _ possible, 
and, if intended for use as new milk and for sale 
in the neighbourhood of a dairy, it may be put up for 
delivery at once. If, however, it has to travel a distance by 
train or otherwise, or if it is to be kept for creaming or 
cheese-making, it should be rapidly cooled down and then 
kept in a cool airy room, and, if practicable, surrounded with 
fresh water. The length of time that milk will keep depends 
chiefly on the temperature at which it is maintained (which 
should be uniform), and the weather. The changes that 
milk undergoes in souring can, to a certain extent, be 
artificially produced, hindered, and controlled. It is, of 
course, very necessary that milk should keep from sour- 
ing or turning for a reasonable time—say, twenty-four hours 
in hot weather —and I am strongly of opinion that the only 
safe and fair treatment of it should be either (1) cooling, (2) 
pasteurisation, or (3) sterilisation. ‘I'he many methods pro- 
posed to preserve milk resolve themselves into: (1) Physical 
treatment, such as cooling, etc. (as above). (2) Chemical 
(3) Condensation with or with- 
out the addition of a preservative. All systems of preserva- 
tion are subject to disadvantages, either from their serving 
their purpose for too limited a time, or their interfering with 
the natural constitution and properties of the milk. Of all 
methods, cooling is the least objectionable. It has been 
observed that milk cooled by iced water remains sweet and 
unaltered for over ten days. 
(Zo be continued.) 
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WHAT WE EAT AND DRINK. 
FOREIGN MILK AND THE BoILED-DowN Horsk. 


AT a meeting of the East Sussex Farmers’ Club, 
Mr. W. J. Malden read a paper on “Some Features in 
connection with the Adulteration and Importation of Dairy 
Products.” He remarked that for some years they had 
been accustomed to considerable importations of manu- 
factured dairy products, but a sense of security was felt in 
Tespect to milk, as it was felt that the expense ot transit 
and the difficulty of keeping it sweet a lengthened period 
would render it impossible for it to be brought over 
at remunerative prices. This position, however, could not 
be held any longer, for already the importation of milk 
was considerable, and sufficient had been sent over to prove 
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that it had become an industry capable of great improve- 
ment. No such serious feature affecting English dairy 
farming had arisen at any time, not excepting that when 
the English consumer took to eating those peculiar fats 
called margarine in the place of butter. Milk selling had 
for several years been regarded as the most profitable 
section of dairying, and when it was remembered that from 
25 to 3 gallons of milk were required to produce a pound 
of butter, and that a gallon of milk made but a pound of 
cheese, there was little inducement to manufacture them 
at the prices ordinarily obtainable. Those, however, 
living in countries less favourably situated for corn 
growing, with pastures better suited to dairying than 
to fattening animals, and with comparatively small 
populations near, had to make the best of unfavourable 
circumstances and adapt themselves to them. As they 
had to find a living mainly from their cows, whereas 
the English farmer regarded dairying as only one of 
several sections of his business, they had devoted them- 
selves more thoroughly to the subject and studied it more 
closely in order to maintain an existence. Being unable to 
export milk they had been obliged to turn their attention to 
the making of cheese and butter. Scientists, particularly 
the Swedes, Danes and Germans, bad devoted themselves 
to the study of matters affecting the dairy, with results that 
had revolutionised dairying, and now had added the final 
triumph in having enabled their neighbours to send the 
milk itself into our markets. Continuing, the lecturer said 
there was no doubt that in England they produced the best 
cattle and grew the best crops in the world. They had the 
best dairy stock, and ought to make the best butter. It was 
simply because they would not let their prejudices be over- 
ruled that they saw our countrymen eating foreign butter, and 
now they had to pay the inevitable penalty. It was not too 
late to save much, but it entirely depended upon our will- 
ingness to throw aside prejudices and tackle the subject in 
an open-minded manner, whether they were going from bad 
to worse. The test as to whether a man was making the 
best butter was proved for him in the market every day. If 
he got the price given for the best he need not change ; if 
he did not, he might be sure it was because of mismanage- 
ment at some point, and the obvious thing for him to do was 
to take advantage of the instruction which was at hand 
everywhere to-day. Dealing with the subject of milk 
importation, Mr. Malden said it was only by killing the 
germs of those ferments which caused milk to go sour, or 
by the addition of preservatives, that continental milk 
could be placed on our markets. The distinction between 
Pasteurisation, or the partial destruction of germs and sterili- 
sation, or the complete destruction, must not be lost sight 
of. The milk sent over was mainly the former, because 
the sterilisation necessitated cooking, and the distinctive 
taste of cooked milk could not be taken away. Moreover, 
it did not possess many of the characteristics which were 
looked for in fresh milk. The Commissioners of Sewers of 
the City of London, in view of the present importation of 
milk, had made investigations as to the conditions under 
which the milk was obtained in continental countries now 
supplying them, and the consular reports from the 
countries showed that they were very lax. With the 
exception of Denmark, no restrictions were enforced. 
All that was done, no matter how insanitarily it was 
procured, was to Pasteurise it. They thus got all the 
diseases with which it was brought in contact. The visit 
of the British Dairy Farmers’ Association last year revealed 
a state of unsanitariness which was not supposed 
to exist. It appeared probable that there would be very 
stringent regulations enforced on cowkeepers in England 
shortly with the view to public health. That sanitary regu- 
lation was good when carried out judiciously could not be 
denied, but to hamper the English farmer and place no 
restriction on the foreigner was obviously wrong and unjust. 
He thought all milk should be examined on landing and 
treated as diseased animals were—by destruction if found 
insanitary, It was obviously necessary that those interested 
in dairying should take the matter up seriously, first with 
the view of impressing the Government with their opinions 
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on the various phases of the trade and also to set 
before the public the danger they incurred in con- 
suming disease-ladened milk. Then adulteration was 
one of the greatest hindrances to the English farmer. 
Margarine still remained a great opponent to English dairy- 
ing. Consumers could hardly be aware of the filthy animals 
from which it was obtained. Any animal fats, whether 
from diseased or sound animals, were used in its manufac- 
ture, the boiled-down horse being in vogue, as it was such 
acheap source. It was distinctly unfair that colouring to 
make it resemble butter should be allowed. Adulteration 
would never cease while the fines for committing it were 
so small. It was direct robbery, and as much an 
attempt to deceive as the most artfully contrived 
forgery, and should be treated with equal severity. 
It was unfortunate that the little help the Act 
would give was not availed of. In many counties not a 
single sample was analysed according to the returns for 
1896. If the authorities did not do their duty it was time 
Agricultural Societies took the matter in hand. He was 
glad to find Sussex was one of the counties most energetic 
in this respect, but it was only by systematic work in all 
counties that good could be effected. ‘‘ Stuffed” cheeses 
was another phase of adulteration which was spreading, and 
sellers ought to be made to state on sale what the artificial 
fats were. Adulteration, in fact, was rife on every side, and 
it behoved every farmer to make up his mind to join an 
association to put a stop to it and to ensure such protection 
which would enable him to carry on his business as honestly 
as he desired to. 


AN IMPORTANT WEIGHTS AND MEASURES CASE. 
Post OFFICE WEIGHTS. 


On January 2oth, at the Brentford Police-court, before 
Mr. M. Sharpe, an adjourned summons was heard against 
Mr. Benjamin Phelps, of Richmond Road, Isleworth, at the 
instance of Mr. Walter Tyler, the inspector, for having in 
use for trade, a weight which was unstamped. Mr. W. 
Lewis Shepherd, solicitor, now appeared in support of the 
County Council. The case was somewhat unusual, it having 
been contended that the weight being in the Government 
Post Office did not require stamping, even though they 
were correct. — Mr. McIntyre appeared to represent 
the General Post Office. — Mr. Shepherd, in stating 
the facts of the case, said a 2 oz. weight was 
found in defendant’s baker’s shop to which a_ post 
office was attached. All the weights used for the traders’ 
trade except the one were stamped, and it was 
afterwards the 2 oz. weight was the subject of a prosecution. 
On December 3rd, when the case was first heard, the atten- 
tion of the Bench was drawn to the case of “ Regina vy. 
the Justices of Kent,” in consequence of which an applica- 
tion was made for the withdrawal of the summons. Instead 
of this, the Bench directed the County Council to be 
communicated with. Mr. McIntyre said the weight in 
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question was stamped by the Post Office. He objected 


to the wording of the summons that the defendant 
had the weight “unlawfully . . in his possession for 
use for trade."—The Chairman said those were the 
words of the statute-—-Mr. McIntyre replied that the 
weight was not unlawfully in defendant’s possession, though 
it might have been unlawfully used.—Mr. Tyler then gave 
evidence, and proved to finding the Government weight on 
the trader’s scale, on the trade side of the shop. The 
weight was not stamped as required by the Weights and 
Measures Act, 1878. Witness spoke to a lady in the shop, 
and she then produced another 2 0z. weight which was 
properly stamped. Witness considering that he had no 
power to seize the weight, as it might delay the mails, left 
it, but subsequently applied for a summons.—Mr. Shepherd 
said in the decision he had cited the Post Office weight 
was used solely for Post Office purposes, and the informa- 
tion by their inspector for Kent had been laid under the 
Bread Acts ; but in the present case it was used for trade 
purposes, and Mr. Tyler laid his information under the 
Weights and Measures Act.—Mr. McIntyre said the Post 
Office urged that if the weight was used for trade purposes, 
Mr. Phelps behaved improperly—The Chairman: You 
don’t contend that Post Office weights can be used, although 
unstamped, with perfect freedom in all parts of the business ? 
—Mr. McIntyre ; Certainly not.—The magistrates fined the 
defendant 6d., and costs #1 1s. 6d. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 
INITIALS v. WORDS. 


At Richmond, on January 27th, William Henry Coppen, 
trading as Coppen Brothers, of George Street, Richmond, 
grocers and provision dealers, was summoned at the instance 
of Inspector Houghton, under the Foods and Drugs Act, 
for having sold gin not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. ‘ 

Mr. Beck (Neave and Beck) defended. 

Inspector Charles John Martin, of Wimbledon, who 
made the purchase on December aist, gave evidence that 
he asked one of the assistants named Free for a bottle of | 
gin. Mr. Free asked the quality wanted, naming prices from 
1s. 11d. to 2s. gd. Witness selected a bottle of the 
cheapest, and was served from a bin on which were the 
words, “‘ Unsweeted gin, 1s. 11d.” It was wrapped in 
brown paper when it was handed to witness, who at the 
door of the shop handed it to Inspector Houghton. The 
latter then gave the assistant the usual declaration under 
the Act, and the manager, Mr. W. F. Bedford, was called. 
There was some conversation, in the midst of which the 
manager said: “It is Seager’s gin; it is all right.” The 
formalities were complied with, and a portion was sent to 
the analyst. 

Cross-examined : Four prices of gin were quoted. He 
could see the bottles, but all he could see further were the 
words, “Seager Evans’ unsweetened gin.” He could not 
see the letters “42 u.p.” The assistant did not stand the 
bottle on the counter before wrapping it in brown paper. 
He knew in his official capacity what “u.p.” meant.—Mr. 
Beck: And in your individual capacity >—Witness : Before 
I was an inspector I didn’t know.—Alderman Burt: Do 
you think the general public knew ?—Witness : I do not. 

Re-examined : The only notice he saw was that on 
the bin. 

Inspector Houghton, in adding corroborative evidence, 
said that when he unwrapped the bottle he saw onit a label: 
“Seager Evans & Co.’s unsweetened gin” in type, and 
“42 U.P.” in writing. There was also a price list of wines 
and spirits round the bottle, and amongst the items was 
“Good London gin, 1s. 11d. per bottle.” —Alderman Burt: 
Was there any mark or writing on the brown paper wrapping? 
—Witness: No, sir. There was also a thin white paper 
round the bottle, with words similar to those on the bottle 
upon it.—Proceeding, witness produced the certificate of 
Dr. Stevenson, as follows: “I am of opinion that the 
sample contains the parts as under: Water, over and above 
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that contained in 35 degrees under proof gin, 7} per cent. ; 
35 degrees under proof gin, 922 per cent. ; total, 100.” 

Mr. Houghton proposed to call Inspector W. Tyler as 
to the definition of a label, but Mr. Beck objected, and the 
Bench upheld the objection. 

Mr. Beck contended that the prosecution must fail on 
two grounds, Section 6 of the amending Act allowed gin 
to be sold 35 degrees under proof, but it did not prohibit 
any further reduction. And, further than that, if the 
amount of the reduction was disclosed to the purchaser at 
the time of the sale, no offence was committed, as the 
_ purchaser was not in any way prejudiced. The disclosure 
in this case was made in two ways, by the submitting to 
Mr. Martin of the different prices. As aman of common 
sense he must know that gin at 1s, 11d. a bottle must be 
of inferior quality.—Alderman Burt: That is implied.—Mr. 
Beck: Exactly. If he voluntarily chose the lowest price, 
he must know he was getting inferior stuff.—Proceeding, he 

said there was a case, “ Morton v. Green,” on this very 
‘point. It was a Scotch case, but it had been accepted in 
_ the English courts. It laid down that where there was no fraud 
or dishonesty, and the transaction was open, it would be no 


present case every act was openly done. There was a 
demand for cheap gin, and the public generally knew that 
they were buying gin plentifully watered.—Alderman Burt : 
Is gin to be considered pure if mixed with water ?—Mr. 
Beck: Yes. Water is a necessary constituent part of gin. 
It is an addition of a natural constituent.—With regard to 
the special declaration to the purchaser, under Section 8, 
there was a label on the bottle itself, and on the paper 
wrapper round it, stating it was “42 under proof”—Alder- 


man Burt: No; ‘“vu.p.’—Mr. Beck: But the inspector 


has fairly admitted he knew what it was.—Alderman Burt : 
But do the general public know ?—Mr. Beck: I 
argue they do.—The Mayor: But he did not see the 
label—Mr. Beck : The inspector very fairly said 
that he did not regard the wrapping in brown paper 
intended as to shut him out from seeing the label. The 
statute very fairly required the special declaration by way of 
label, so that the implied declaration could be strengthened. 
—Alderman Burt: But the whole of the label must be dis- 
tinct. For myself, I could not see the ‘42 v.p.” till my 
attention was called to it.—Mr. Beck replied that “ Attfield 
v. Tyler” governed this point. In that case, even where the 
type was so small as to require a magnifying glass to read it, 
the Court held the disclosure was sufficient, and as there 
had been no fraud set up in the present case, or 
even suggested, it was not taken out of the scope of 
Section 8.—Alderman Burt: Doesn’t Section 8 take away 
the right to rely on implied notice?—Mr. Beck: No. 
In “Sandys v. Small” it was laid down that both 
courses were open. — Concluding, he would admit 
frankly that he had advised the defendant and Messrs. 
Seager Evans and Company to have more legible labels 
printed, and he must say that they had accepted his advice. 
There was no intention to defraud on the part of his 
client, who sold just as he received the spirit from 
the distillers—Alderman Burt said that he found that 
only on the more expensive bottles the standard was 
printed. On the others it was written. It was not 
a good system, and it was open to suggestion that the 
writing was to inform the assistants of the price to be 
charged, rather than to disclose to the public. 

Mr. Bedford, defendant’s manager, was called to bear 
out these statements as to the firm’s practices. 

Cross-examined : He was surprised to hear he could 
buy in Richmond gin 31 under proof at 1s. 6d. per pint. 

Mr. Alfred Price, of Messrs. Seager Evans and Com- 
pany, was also called as to the practice of his firm. 

Mr. Houghton said that even under “ Attfield v. Tyler” 
the lettering “u.p.” was not sufficiently clear as to be a 
disclosure under Section 8 of the Act. 

The Bench retired, and on re-assembling, the Mayor 
said they were unanimously of opinion there was not suffi- 
cient disclosure to the purchaser, and therefore the defendant 
would be fined 45 and costs. 
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Mr. Beck asked for a case, to which the Bench acceded. 

At Barnsley, on January 26th, Arthur Pashley, landlord 
of the “ Royal Oak” Hotel, Wombwell, was charged under 
the Food and Drugs Act with having sold whisky which 
was adulterated to the extent of nine parts, on the 3oth ult. 
John Hy. Bundy, inspector of the West Riding County 
Council under the Act, proved the purchase of a quantity of 
Irish whisky, which he submitted for analysis, and Mr. 
Allen’s certificate stated that the sample equalled whisky 
of the minimum legal strength, 91 parts, and excess of 
water 9 parts. Mr. Carrington, who defended, admitted the 
offence. It was explained the costs were heavy ; the charge 
of the analyst’s certificate was 10s. 6d.—The Bench imposed 
a fine of 20s. and costs ; in all £2 gs. 6d. 

AT Stafford, on January 27th, Mary Ann Yeomans, 
“Duke of Wellington” Inn, and Jane Asher, “Turk’s 
Head” Inn, were summoned for having sold adulterated 
whisky and gin.—Mrs. Yeomans was fined £2 and costs, 
and Mrs. Asher £1 and costs, both having recently been 
convicted of a similar offence. 

At the Otley Police Court, on January 28th, Mary 
Roundell, of the “‘ Black Horse” Hotel, Otley, and Long 
Graham, of the “‘ New” Inn, Guiseley, were each fined ros. 
and costs for having sold Scotch whisky below the regula- 
tion strength. In Mrs. Roundell’s case the whisky was 
28deg. under proof, and in Graham’s case it was 28°7deg. 
under proof. 


MILK. 


At Dumbarton, on January 25th, Thomas Lochhead, 
dairyman, Old Dalnottar, Old Kilpatrick, was at Dumbar- 
ton Sheriff Court yesterday charged with selling 14d. 
worth of milk which was certified to contain g per cent. 
or thereby of added water. He pleaded guilty, and was 
fined £2 2s. and £1 1s. of expenses.—Robert Warnock, 
dairyman, George Street, Bonhill, was charged with a like 
offence, the quantity of water in his case being 8 per 
cent. or thereby. He pleaded guilty. It was stated that 
the accused was convicted in November, 1895, of a similar 
offence, and fined two guineas and one guinea of expenses. 
He was warned by the sanitary inspector in November 
last that his milk had again been found adulterated, and 
that if it occurred again he would be prosecuted. On 30th 
December a sample was taken which was found to be 
adulterated, and these proceedings were taken. Sheriff 
Gebbie fined the accused #12, including expenses, or 
30 days in jail. 

At Hastings on January 27th, Henry Sargent was 
summoned for selling through his agent skimmed milk 
adulterated with added water.—The Town Clerk (Mr. B. F. 
Meadows) appeared for the prosecution.—Richard Wilson 
King, one of the inspectors of nuisances for the borough, 
said that on the 7th inst. he was in the Plynlimmon Road, 
when'he saw a man delivering milk. Witness asked for a 
pint. The man said he had only skimmed milk, and then 
witness asked for a pint of skimmed milk. The man 
supplied him, and witness paid the mana penny. Witness 
told the man the milk would be analysed, and he divided 
the milk into three bottles. He gave one to the man, sent 
the other to the public analyst, and retained the third which 
he now produced. He afterwards received the certificate 
produced from the analyst, which showed that the sample 
was adulterated with 10 per cent. of added water.—William 
Bassett, in the employ of the defendant, was then called. 
He said he sold the milk as detendant’s agent, and received 
the money on his behalf.—Defendant said he had been a 
cowkeeper for fifty years, and had never been in trouble 
before.—The Bench fined defendant 20s. and costs.—-The 
Chairman said the Bench had been very lenient in con- 
sideration of the long period the defendant had been in 
business. 


At Portsmouth, on January 24th, Edward Charles 
Edney, a milk purveyor, of High Street, Fareham, was 
summoned for selling milk adulterated with 4 per cent. of 
added water.—Inspector C. E. Davis, inspector of weights 
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and measures, said that he purchased a pint of milk from a 
man in the defendant’s employ, on the 16th ult.—The 
report of the public analyst showed that the milk contained 
4 per cent. of added water.—The defendant said that he 
had no knowledge that the milk was impure. On this 
occasion his man had not sufficient to go the rounds, and 
had to purchase some on the way.—The defendant was 
fined 1s. and £1 2s. 6d. costs.——Thomas Cooper, of 
Portchester, was also summoned for selling milk to which 
water had been added.—The Inspector stated that he pur- 
chased the milk in the defendant’s shop, and, according to 
the analyst’s report, 11 per cent. of water had been added. 
The defendant pleaded that he had given satisfaction to his 
customers for thirty years. The milk in question was what 
he had left after going the rounds.—Defendant was fined 
ZI tos, 6d., including costs. 


COFFEE. 


Messrs. CULLEN, of Parson’s Green Lane, Fulham, 
were summoned at Kensington, on January 25th, for selling 
adulterated coffee. The Inspector called a lad named 
Weston, who made the purchase on his behalf.—In cross- 
examination by Mr. Beck, barrister, the witness said that 
the person who served him said the present coffee they had 
was 1s. 4d. per lb., but they had a mixture at tod. per lb. 
Witness, hesitating, said he then asked for the cheapest 
coffee. He had paid about twelve or twenty visits to shops 
during the day (December 22nd). He was not asked to 
take the coffee in a tin——Why not? asked the learned 
counsel and the chairman.—Because Mr. Griggs told me 
not to.—The Inspector said that was an entire mistake, and 
swore to that effect—The lad, pressed by the learned 
counsel, said he paid 7d. for the half-pound of coffee.— 
Ernest Prior, an assistant in defendant’s employ, said it was 
a mistake for the boy to say that he paid 7d. for the coffee. 
—Wallace Barrett, the manager, corroborated, and said that 
the firm had no article sold at 1s. 2d. per lb.—The Bench 
dismissed the summons with 20s. costs, the Chairman 
remarking that the evidence of the boy was totally un- 
reliable. Speaking for the Bench, he thought it would be 
far better if in such cases a solicitor or the Vestry Clerk 
were to appear, and not to have a sanitary inspector jump- 
ing from the bar to the box. 


_ At North London, on January 28th, the Home and 
Colonial Stores (Limited), of Paul Street, Finsbury, were 
summoned for selling at their branch in the Essex Road, 
coffee which was not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded.—Mr. Bramall prosecuted for the Islington 
Vestry, and Mr. C. V. Young defended.—Mr. Bramall said 
that the “coffee” contained 85 per cent. of chicory. It was 
supplied in consequence of a request for “shilling coffee,” 
but was placed in a wrapper on which was printed ‘‘ Home 
and Colonial coffee and chicory, 1s. per pound.” Doubt- 
less it would be contended for the defence that this 
was a full disclosure of the constituents of the sub- 





stance; but although the Act allowed mixtures to 
be sold, if disclosure was made, it was expressly 
provided that the mixture should not be intended 
to wrongfully increase the bulk, measure, or quantity. In 
this case the 15 per cent. of coffee was increased by 85 per 
cent. of chicory.—Mr. D’Eyncourt suggested that the 
description of the substance should have been “ Chicory 
and coffee,” and he also drew attention to the fact that on 
all the Store’s notices “ Coffee” was printed in the most 
prominent type.—For the defence, Mr. W. V. Haylett, 
coffee buyer to the Stores, was called. He said he received 
a third of the sample taken by the inspector, broke the 
seals, and put it into clean paper. Then he sent it on to 
Mr. A. W. Stokes, analyst to the company.—Mr. Stokes 
said that his analysis of the sample sent on by Mr. Haylett 
showed that there was 60 per cent. of chicory to 40 per 
cent. of coffee. The witness added that coffee and chicory 
did not mix well together, and it was possible that one 
portion of the sample contained more chicory than the 
others.—Mr. D’Eyncourt: It is quite possible, then, that a 
purchaser may have all chicory.—Mr. Haylett said that 
about six tons of green coffee was bought each week to 
supply the 352 branches of the company. This quantity 
was roasted and ground and mixed with chicory in equal 
proportions.—Mr. Young said it was quite possible that the 
sample which the Vestry retained was all pure coffee, and 
to show that the Stores courted every inquiry, he asked 
that this sample should be sent to Somerset House for an 
analysis to be made by the Government experts.—The case 
was adjourned for three weeks for this to be done. 


COCOA. 


A TRADESMAN named Ironsides, carrying on business 
in High Street, Fulham, was summoned for selling aduiter- 
ated cocoa.—The Inspector, Mr. H. Griggs, again appeared 
for the prosecution, and called the boy Weston, who, in 
reply to Mr. Hanson, solicitor for the defence, said he 
made notes in this case, but had mislaid and could not 
find them.—After hearing the evidence of two assistants, 
who said that they sold sixteen sorts of cocoa, and that 
the sample was sold at a mixture, Mr. Hanson pointed out 
that even at sixpence a pound there was, according to the 
evidence, 84 per cent. of cocoa, the other ingredients 
consisting of starchy matter and sugar.—The Chairman 
said that all cocoas contained matters of a starchy nature, 
and the summons would be dismissed, but without costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At the Bradford West Riding Police Court, on January 
27th, Albert Carter, grocer, of Adwalton, was summoned, 
at the instance of Mr. Jeremiah Duce, one of the West 
Riding County Council inspectors of food and drugs, for 
having exposed margarine for sale without a proper label.— 
Mr. Duce said that on December 22nd he called at the 
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shop of the defendant and asked for a pound of butter. 
_ The defendant, who knew him to be the inspector, said he 
had no butter in the shop. Witness pointed to a lump of 
“stuff” and asked for a pound of “that,” and the 
defendant explained that “that” was margarine, and 
at the same time he drew up a margarine label from behind 
the lump and put it on the top. The defendant urged that 
_ the margarine was behind the counter and not within sight 
_ of customers, so that a label was unnecessary, and that the 
inspector only saw it by coming behind the counter into a 
place to which customers were not admitted. The inspector 
said that he was standing in a position open to customers 
when he saw the margarine. He added that the County 
Council authorities pressed for a conviction on this occasion, 
as the defendant had been previously convicted of selling 
adulterated butter. The Chairman (sternly): You have 
been here often enough to know that you have no right to 
say that. It is for the magistrates to inquire whether there 
is any previous conviction when they feel that the case is 
made out. It appeared that the defendant had paid costs 
on a summons for having unjust scales in his possession and 
had been convicted of selling adulterated butter—He was 
fined 20s. and costs. 


SUGAR. 


CHARLES Hopcoop, of 65, Coningsby Road, South 
Ealing, was summoned at Brentford, on January 2oth, 
before Mr. Montagu Sharpe (in the chair) and other 
magistrates, for having sold Demerara sugar which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the pur- 
chaser.—Inspector Tyler said that on December 2oth last 
he went into the defendant’s shop at Ealing and asked for 
half-a-pound of Demerara sugar. He was served, and 
charged 2d. The sample had been analysed by the public 
analyst, who stated it was not Demerara sugar at all, but 
moist sugar coloured with yellow colouring matter.—The 
defendant said that the sugar he sold the inspector was 
known as yellow crystal. He did not know the difference 
_ between that and Demerara.—The Chairman : But it’s your 
business to know.—The defendant said all the sugars he sold 
were loaf sugar and yellow crystal.—The Chairman: It’s an 
abominable thing that the public can’t buy sugar without 
buying colouring matter as well.—Mr. Allen Brown (one of 
the magistrates) : What is the object of colouring the 
sugar P—Inspector Taylor: I believe it’s done for the pur- 
pose of making the yellow crystal a close imitation to 
Demerara.—In reply to the Chairman, Inspector Taylor 
said the defendant kept a general stores and had an off- 
licence.—The Chairman: I don’t know whether this 
colouring matter is injurious to health, and the question 
does not materially affect the case. But when people buy 
sugar they don’t expect to be served with an article coloured 
and touched up. Such a lot of sugar is used that the 
* matter isan important one. We are told that mostly poor 
people go to your shop, and of course they expect to get 
proper cane sugar. We take a serious view of the case. 
You are fined #5 plus the cost, and your licence will be 
endorsed. 


UNSOUND FOOD. 


At Birmingham, on January 28th, Walter Glover, whole- 
sale fish and game dealer, Smithfield Market, was summoned 
for having exposed for sale hares unfit for human consump- 
tion. Mr. Hiley prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, 
and Mr. Lane defended. On the 8th inst. the attention of 


Inspector Hethersall was attracted by the unwholesome | ; : 
| to 18 grains per lb. Under any circumstances, he con- 


smell arising from three cases of foreign hares standing 


e though for sale outside the defendant’s shop. On | 
OLEATE ARORA NERC TS Se RCT SERN _of the consumer should not be permitted. 


examining the carcases he found twenty-six were absolutely 
rotten, and fourteen were just passable. Mr. Glover was 
not present. The hares were submitted to Drs. Leach and 
Newton, the former of whom ordered their destruction. 
Dr. Newton gave a certificate stating that they were highly 
poisonous.—For the defence, George Clark, a salesman 
employed by the defendant, said his master was absent 
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when the cases were received, and they were placed aside 
for his inspection. Hedenied that they were exposed for 
sale.—A fine of £5 and costs was imposed. 





UNSOUND FIGS LIABLE TO A £152,600 FINE. 


AN EXTRAORDINARY LIABILITY, 


At Birmingham, on January 28th, Henry Hines, Fisher 
Street, Gosta Green ; Edward Downes, of Windsor Street ; 
Henry Downes, of Blews Street ; and Thomas Andrews, of 
Moland Street, were summoned for exposing for sale figs 
which were unfit for human consumption. Mr. Hiley 
appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Philip Baker 
defended.—On Saturday night Inspector Hathersall found 
defendants with three hand-carts, two in Gloucester Street 
and one in St. Martin’s Lane, on which were boxes 
of figs exposed for sale at twopence per pound. 
Altogether there were 763 pounds. The figs were 
wet, soft, sour, decomposed, and permeated with 
insects. Hines admitted buying some of the figs at 15s. 
per cwt., and others at 15s. for a cwt. and a half. The 
other men were going to share the profits when the figs 
were sold. Mr. Hiley mentioned that defendants could be 
summoned in respect of each separate fig, and fines could 
be imposed amounting in the aggregate to £152,600. 
Defendants pleaded guilty, but Hines said he bought the 
figs believing them to be good. Mr. Baker submitted that 
his clients were poor men, and the persons who sold them 
wholesale were chiefly to blame.—Mr. Brame suggested that 
the inspectors should visit the stores where such men as 
defendants bought their stock.—Hines was fined 4os. and 
costs, and the other defendants 5s. and costs each. 


BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER. 


Dr. WALFORD, medical officer of health for the borough, 
submitted an exhaustive report to the Cardiff Health Com- 
mittee on January 25th, as to the effect of the growing 
practice of adding chemical antiseptics to perishable food. 
Boric acid was most frequently added to butter and milk. 
Boric or boracic acid is a weak acid, and in dilute solutions 
almost tasteless. As a drug it is given medicinally in doses 
of from five to thirty grains for adults; probably the 
maximum dose for infants under one year of age would be 
about three grains. This preservative does not naturally 
enter into the composition of food and has no nutritive 
value. Dr. Walford could cite no instance in his own ex- 
perience of any definite illness produced by boric acid 
added to food in this way, and he had been unable to hear 
of any in this neighbourhood. Dr. Robinson, medical 
officer for East Kent, had treated several cases of serious 
illness traceable, beyond doubt, to an excess of boric acid 
in milk. In the case of milk, Dr. Walford stated it to be 
abundantly clear that the addition of antiseptics is quite 
unnecessary, and that there are other and better means of 
preserving it. The law, however, at present, does not pro- 
hibit the practice altogether, so that the question for experts 
to decide is the permissible limit. He recommended that 
the limit for milk should be o'r per cent., equal to 14 
grains per quart. As milk would keep perfectly fresh 
without any preservatives for at least twenty-fours hours 
provided it is stored under proper conditions of 
cleanliness and kept free from any source of contamination, 


_ he considered it to be undesirable to encourage its storage 


beyond that pericd. With reference to butter, Dr. 
Walford fixed the safe limit at 0'25 per cent., corresponding 


cluded, the addition of drugs to food without the knowledge 
The com- 
mittee passed the following resolution : 

‘That the borough analyst be requested to report in his 
certificate when boric acid is found in samples of milk or 
butter in excess cf the amounts mentioned by the medical 
officer of health as sufficient for the preservation of these 
articles.” 
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IMPORTANT PROSECUTION AND CONVICTION FOR 
EXCESS OF SALT IN ALE. 


At the Birmingham Police Court on January 25th, 
before Messrs. A. Chamberlain and W. Williams, Charles 
Pitchford, ‘‘Coachmakers’ Arms,” Vere Street, beerhouse 
keeper, was summoned for selling, to the prejudice of the 
purchaser, a quantity of ale not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded, the said ale containing 85 grains of 
common salt at least per gallon. Mr. Hiley (assistant town 
clerk) prosecuted, and Mr. P. Baker defended; while Mr. 
W. J. Rabnett watched the case on behalf of Messrs. Rose 
and Hollis, brewers, Icknield Port Road.—Mr. Hiley said 
that the summons was issued by the Corporation under 
Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875. On December 
30th an inspector of the Health Department went to 
defendant’s public-house and purchased one pint of beer 
and one pint of ale, and the usual formalities of the Act 
were conformed to. The samples were submitted to the 
public analyst (Dr. A. Hill), who certified that the sample 
of ale contained at least 85 grains of salt per gallon. The 
average quantity of salt present in ale should not exceed 
50 grains per gallon. Between 1873 and 1896 Dr. Hill 
had analysed about 736 samples, and 86 per cent. contained 
under 50 grains per gallon. Evidence of the purchase 
having been given, the witnesses, in answer to Mr. Baker, 
admitted that they did not taste the ale. Dr. Hill gave 
particulars of the analysis. The ale, he said, was about an 
average strength. The average of 85 grains of salt he 
found per gallon was an excessive quantity. He generally 
found an average of about 4o grains per gallon. Mr. 
Barradale : What is the effect of putting in that quantity ? 
Dr. Hill: It excites thirst, and beer is drunk for the pur- 
pose of allaying thirst. It is not injurious to health? If 
it excites thirst artificially I consider it is injurious to health. 
By Mr. Hiley: He considered the salt was put in intentionally, 
There was no legal standard, but there had been repeatedly 
a standard indicated. or instance, the Board of Inland 
Revenue did not consider it necessary for further inquiry 
if the salt did not exceed 50 grains per gallon.—-By 
Mr. Baker: he had never come across a case where 
salt in beer had caused injury to a person, because 
he was not a practitioner.— For the defence Mr. Baker 
said that he had looked up every authority, and he could 
not find any standard laying down that 50 grains of 
salt were necessary to a gallon of beer, or anything to the 
contrary. He contended that there was nothing to prove 
that the ale was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded.—Mr. Chamberlain said that the point 
the Bench would consider was whether there was so 
much salt that it altered the character of the ale.—Mr. 
Baker replied that the ale was the ordinary ale supplied, 
and no doubt customers went to his client’s house 
because they could obtain there an ale they liked.—Mr. 
Barradale: The real question is whether there was an 
excess of salt.—Mr. Baker contended that if customers 
were partial to this particular ale, and it was a marketable 
commodity, there could be no prejudice to the purchaser. 
The salt in no way increased the bulk or measure. It was 
an open question of how much salt could be added, and, 
therefore, where there was no standard laid down, it 
would be unsafe to convict defendant by the Bench laying 
down a standard.—Edward Rose, brewer, in reply to Mr. 
Baker, said that the beer in question was the ordinary 
beer. By Mr. Barradale: He put about a halfpenny-worth 
of salt in a thirteen barrels brewing. He could not say 
how many grains that would be per gallon.—Dr. Hill said 
that if the brewer put about a pound and half of salt 
to the quantity of the wort named, it would be about 
23 grains per gallon.—Mr. Barradale: What is your 
object in putting one pound ora pound and a half of salt 
in a brewing of thirteen barrels? Witness: I don’t know, 
it is an old rule ; nearly everyone does it.—Mr. Barradale : 
People don’t go by rules if they are acquainted with com- 
mon sense. What was your object? I had no object I 
didn’t put it into make people thirsty, but to make the beer 
more palatable-—By Mr, Baker: He was not a practical 
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chemist ; he was a brewer.—By the Bench: They neve! 
made any alteration in their system of brewing.—Mr 
Chamberlain said that the Bench found that the beer was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded ; that 
there was such an excess of salt as to increase thirst, 
and that such excess was not necessary for the manufacture 
of the beer. A fine of 40s. and costs was imposed. 


HOW TO DISINFECT. 


THE Sanitas Co, have found it necessary to issue a new 
edition of their useful and widely-used book, How fo 
Disinfect, and have enriched it with many new hints and 
with illustrations of the typhoid, cholera, diphtheria, etc., 
germs magnified 1,000 times. The merits and uses of the 
many admirable preparations placed at the service of 
Sanitarians by Mr. C. T. Hingzett, F.I.C., our ablest 
authority on disinfecting and disinfectants, are well 
explained. 


BAD RABBITS. 


Frep Marsu, greengrocer, Windy Bank, Colne, was 
summoned, on January 27, by Mr. Herbert C. Sugden, 
Nuisance Inspector, Colne, for exposing 30 rabbits for sale, 
unfit for human food on the rsth inst. Mr. A. Varley 
(Town Clerk of Colne) appeared for the prosecution and 
Mr. A. Baldwin, solicitor, Nelson, was for the defence. Mr. 
Varley said defendant was charged with having in his 
possession and exposed for sale in Market Street, Colne, 30 
rabbits unfit for the food of man. The facts were shortly, 
that on Saturday morning, the 15th inst., the Inspector 
of Nuisances was going his ordinary rounds when he 
had his attention drawn to the defendant’s stall, on 
which were 42 rabbits. On examining them he found some 
in a putrid state. The fat was green, and the flesh of a 
dark colour, and the smell was most offensive. There 
were 12 of the rabbits whose flesh was good and fit to 
eat, and these probably had been placed on the stall in 
order to delude the purchaser. The Inspector had the 
30 rabbits seized, and called in the Medical Officer, and 
subsequently they were destroyed by the order of a magis- 
trate. Thirty of the rabbits had the appearance of being 
foreign, and were frozen, which made it difficult to find 
out whether they were good or not. _If he proved his case 
it would be his duty to respectfully ask the Bench to inflict 
an exemplary fine. The penalty under the section of the Act 
was £20 for each animal, making the total penalty £300. 
—H. C, Sugden said the animals stank abominably five 
yards away. In reply to the Clerk witness said he drew 
defendant’s attention to the rabbits, when he said he thought 
some of them were right and had cost him £4 the previous 
day at Manchester.—Dr. Lovett, Medical Officer, said he 
examined the rabbits at the Town Hall, and found they were 
unfit for food and were in a putrid state. Replying to the 
Town Clerk witness said the results from eating such food 
might be very serious. It might result in inflammation 
of the stomach, typhoid fever, convulsions and death. 
Very often death took place through eating food in that 
condition.—For the defence Mr. Baldwin said he 
must admit that some of the rabbits were to a 
certain extent in the state described to the Bench. But his 
explanation was that on Friday, the 14th, a man named 
Berry bought a crate of New Zealand rabbits at the Man- 
chester Corporation Cold Air Stores at the request of the 
defendant. Berry brought the animals back with him and 
placed the crate in his cellar without opening it. The 
next morning defendant came for the crate and took it 
right away to his stall, just in the state that it came from the 
cellar. He was setting them out on his stall when the 
inspector came, and defendant had not had time to find 
out whether the rabbits were good or bad. Defendant 
had given 1s. 6d. a couple for them, which was the 
proper market price, and he (Mr. Baldwin) submitted that 
this was an attempt to put off good rabbits as a blind for 
selling bad ones.—Ernest Berry, grocer, Old Court House, 
Colne, said he purchased the rabbits for defendant at 
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James Blackburn’s wholesale fish market, Manchester, and 
gave 1s. 6d. a couple for them. That was the top price, 
and there were others at a cheaper price—Wm. A. Moody 
said he was manager for James Blackburn, wholesale fish 
Witness proved the fact of 


from their shop. The rabbits were just as they had come 
from the Manchester Corporation Cold Air Stores, and 
were a part of a consignment of 238 crates. They had 
never had any complaints about their rabbits before. The 
rabbits in question were placed in their stores in October, 
and the period from then to January was not an unreason- 
They were frozen, and 
should keep for twelve months.—The Bench considered 
the rabbits on the stall were exposed for sale, and fined the 
defendant 4os. and costs. 


VINEGAR FROM EXTRACT. 


At Rochdale, on January 21st, Edward Fletcher was 
summoned for selling adulterated vinegar. Mr. Leach, 
town clerk, prosecuted; Mr. Roberts defended. Mr. 
Leach said that Mr. Whiteley, the inspector, called at de- 
fendant’s shop and purchased a pint of vinegar, for which 
he paid 3d. The analyst reported that the ‘‘ vinegar” was 
simply an artificial mixture and not the product of fermenta- 
tion. It was an extract from which the characteristics 
of genuine vinegar were absent. Inspector Whiteley gave 
evidence as to the purchase of the article. In the course 
of a long cross-examination the witness admitted that he 
had reported to the Health Committee that the vinegar 
he purchased at the defendant’s shop was a fraud 
upon the purchaser. The analyst’s report on the 
article said that the sample sold as vinegar was “not 
vinegar, but almost wholly acetic or pyroligneous acid 
diluted with water and coloured with brown sugar.” In 
his report to the Health Committee the analyst added : 
“ This is an exceedingly cheap product, probably costing not 
more than 3d. per gallon.” He further said: ‘It does not 
contain the extractive matters which give genuine vinegar 
its characteristic taste and smell, and which make it suitable 
for dietetic purposes. A mere coloured mixture of acetic 
acid and water does not constitute vinegar, which in this 
country should be the product of the acetous fermentation of 
malted and unmalted grain.” Mr. Roberts assured the court 
that the vinegar was made from an extract which was 
guaranteed by its inventors and proprietors, Messrs. Lorimer 
& Co., to be of the highest possible purity. Mr. Fletcher 
had sold vinegar made from it for seven years. He had 
been in business in Rochdale for twenty-five years, and had 
never been prosecuted before. Messrs. Lorimer & Co., 
who were distillers, had manufactured the extract for twenty- 
five years. At the request of Mr. Roberts the witness 
Whiteley was recalled. Mr. Roberts then asked him: Did 
you ask for malt vinegar? Witness: I asked for vinegar, 
and I expected to get malt vinegar. When vinegar is 
asked for, the article supplied should contain malt. Mr. 
Roberts: You should have asked for malt vinegar. Mr. 
Hartley (magistrate’s clerk): The question is, What is 
vinegar? Mr. Roberts: Well, it is something that is not 
very sweet. (Laughter.) Mr. Whiteley: Genuine vinegar 
was bought at 2d,a pint the same day. Mr. Roberts: Well, 
now, you get down. (Laughter.) Mr. Roberts denied that 
there had been any fraudulent action on the part of the 
defendant, and again declared that the essence had been 
mixed in strict accordance with the directions of Messrs. 
Lorimer, the inventors of the extract used. Mr. Fletcher 
had had no intention of doing anything that was unlawful, 
and he had not done anything that was wrong wilfully. 
Edward Fletcher, the defendant, then gave evidence. He 
said that he had carried on business in Rochdale for over 
twenty-four years, and that this was the first prosecution of 
any kind that had been instituted against him. He bought 
the materials for making the vinegar now in question, and 
had it made up at his place of business. The printed in- 
structions on the cask received from the firm supplying the 
materials were to the effect that the concentrated essence 








sent should be mixed with a certain quantity of water. His 
assistant added the water to the essence as directed. 
William Albert Fielden, defendant’s assistant, deposed that 
he mixed the concentrated essence in accordance with his 
instructions. As a matter of fact, he made the vinegar 
stronger than it need have been, because he mixed the 
essence with water in the proportion of one to ten instead 
of one to twelve. Mr. Hartley pointed out that the charge 
was one of selling something that was practically not vinegar. 
Mr. Roberts: We say it is concentrated essence of the 
highest possible purity, properly mixed with water. Mr. 
Hartley: The analyst's certificate says that it is not vinegar. 
Mr. Roberts asked for an adjournment, explaining that he 
had received a telegram from Messrs. Lorimer & Co., asking 
him to represent them in court, and stating that a repre- 
sentative of their firm would attend. The representative 
had, however, been detained. The Bench refused to 
adjourn the case, and, considering it proved, they fined 
the defendant ros. 6d. and costs. Mr. Roberts said he 
should take his instructions from Messrs. Lorimer & Co., 
and, as the case was of great importance to them, they 
would probably appeal against the decision. Mr. Hartley: 
You can go to the Quarter Sessions. Mr. Roberts: We 
shall consider the propriety of appealing. I think it is 
probable that Messrs. Lorimer & Co. will take the matter 
to the Quarter Sessions. 


WHAT DANISH BUTTER IS MADE OF. 

In the course of a lecture on “ Milk as an Article of 
Diet,” delivered at a meeting of the Glasgow Dairymen’s 
Association on 19th inst., Dr. Bell (as reported in the 
Scottish Farmer) made the following very significant remark. 
on Danish butter: ““I would like,” Dr. Bell said, ‘‘to 
make known a fact which possibly the dairymen of this 
country are to a large extent ignorant of with regard to the 
composition of Danish butter. It is this, and I have it on 
the best authority, that ship loads of what is called teal 
seed are constantly being imported into Denmark from 
India. This seed when pressed produces a_ beautiful, 
tasteless, and inodorous fat, which, I am informed, is largely 
employed in the adulteration of butter. This, I think, 
should be inquired into, as the laws against adulteration in 


; this country are being enforced sometimes, I think, a little 


too severely, while foreign articles of diet are allowed to 
enter the country without any examination whatever.”— 
Farmers’ Gazette, January 29th, 1898. 


MAGISTERIAL CENSURE OF THE POPLAR BOARD OF 
WORKS. 


At Thames on January 28th, Francis Begerine, of 
Chrisp Street, Poplar, was summoned for exposing for sale 
meat which was unfit for the food of man.—Mr. J. Bullock, 
sanitary inspector for the Poplar District Board of Works, 
stated that on the 2rst inst. he visited the defendant’s 
premises, and saw exposed on a stall three pieces of 
meat which had been taken off a bullock’s cheek. The 
meat was unfit for human food, and he took possession 
of it. The medical officer of health having examined 
the meat, it was seen by a magistrate, and an order 
made for its destruction.—By Mr. George Hay Young, 
who defended: He had not seen the defendant, and it 
was in consequence of what he had been told that he had 
summoned him. He had no evidence to show that the 
defendant was the owner of the meat or owned the premises, 
—Mr. Dickinson observed that it was a great pity the 
Poplar Board of Works were not legally represented. The 
offence was one for which a sentence of six months’ hard 
labour could be imposed, consequently it was desirable that 
a case should be properly prepared. —Mr. Young, in asking 
that the summons might be dismissed, said that made a 
second occasion that week he had to take a similar 
objection. When the Mile End Vestry brought a case 
before the Court there was a like omission, and he had to 
take a similar objection—Mr. Dickinson said he must 
dismiss the summons. He wondered why the Board of 
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Works objected to be properly represented, as costs were 
always liberally allowed in cases which were proved. Mr. 
Bullock was not to blame, but it was impossible for him 
to conduct a technical case, and by the Board being 
properly represented he (the magistrate) was not’ only 
assisted, but the public benefited. ——- The summons was 
then dismissed. 


PRESERVED MEATS PREPARED BY 
EXTREME COLD. 

ANYONE who has ever picked up with a bare hand a 
piece of intensely cold iron knows that the touch burns 
almost as badly as if the metal were red hot. Indeed, the 
action of great heat and that of extreme cold are so fami- 
liar that a Hungarian chemist has turned the latter to account 
to prepare meats for food. He subjects the meat to 


60 degrees of frost and then seals it up in air-tight cans. | 


The result is that the meat, which is practically ‘“‘ cooked 
by cold,” will keep any time, and can be eaten with very 
little further preparation.—Chicazo Med. Times. 


PURE MILK AND MILK PRESERVATIVES.—II. 
By Dr. W. WILLIAMS. 
COOLING. 

THE best way of cooling milk is by passing it, directly 
after milking, over a refrigerator or cooler through which 
cold water passes. There are several good refrigerators in 
the market. The water passes in at the bottom and out at 
the top, the milk being run over the outside surface. By 
the aid of these refrigerators, milk intended for transit and 
for the making of butter or cheese may be cooled to about 
45 degrees F. as soon as it leaves the cow, and before any 
injurious change can possibly have taken place. The length 
of time that milk will remain sweet after such cooling 
depends on :—(a) The temperature of the water and the 
suddenness with which it is cooled. (4) The conditions 
under which the milk is afterwards kept. The lower the 
temperature of both water and weather, the longer will it 
remain sweet, and I am informed by responsible persons 
connected with the trade that there is no trouble, both 
summer and winter, in delivering milk in a perfectly sweet 
condition twelve hours after cooling, and that it wil] not 
become sour for a much longer time. The shaking which 
milk undergoes in transit by rail will, in summer, if the 
weather be very hot, partially churn the cream, but it has no 
effect on the acidity. Indeed, fresh milk will keep twenty- 
four hours without any treatment if the containing vessels 
and their surroundings are scrupulously clean and of the 
right temperature. Such conditions, however, do not exist 
in many milk retailers’ premises, and where it must be 
distributed at the consumers’ houses. 


PASTEURISATION. 

This is the exposure of milk to heat of 140-147 degrees 
F., and then instantly cocling as before. Pasteurisation 
does not kill all bacterial spores, and only temporarily 
checks fermentation. The introduction of the use of 
Pasteurised milk among the poor people in New York has 
greatly reduced the infant mortality during the hot summer 
months. It is also probable that Pasteurisation does not, 
to any extent, impair the digestibility and nutrition of the 
milk. STERILISATION. 

The complete sterilisation of milk is by no means an 
easy matter. Its object is to destroy any morbific germs 
and spores which may be in the fluid, and doubtless all 
spores and germs can be destroyed when the process is 
properly carried out. 
filtration to remove all solid matter. It then passes into 
the bottling tray, from which the syphons will automatically 
fill any bottles placed upon them. 


heating, or forewarming by steam, to about 190 degrees F, 
The object of this forewarming is to kill the living micro- 


organisms and to develop the spores of bacteria, thus | 


ensuring their subsequent effectual destruction. This 
temperature is maintained for about forty minutes. Then 
the “sterilisation proper ” commences, the milk being heated 


The filled bottles are | 
then removed to the sterilising chamber for the preliminary | 











to 212 deg. F., and maintained at this heat for some time 
It is essential that during 


(about one and a half hours). at | 
both these processes of forewarming and of sterilising, all 
air be totally excluded from the milk until the time of clos- 
ing the botties, and that the stoppers be perfectly air-tight. 
After the “sterilisation proper,” the bottles are allowed to 
cool down, and then labelled so as to be ready for distribu- 
tion or storage. Milk in large cans is treated in a precisely 


similar manner, but it is necessary to steam it for a longer. 


period in proportion to the larger bulk. Properly sterilised 
milk will keep for an indefinite time. The sterilisation of 
milk on the large scale, originated ia Germany, has extended: 
to America, France, Switzerland, Belgium, Holland, etc., 
and is now becoming popular in England and Wales. 
Several of the more enterprising milk companies have taken 
it up, and it appears to me that there is a great future before 
it. Although sterilised milk has undergone slight changes 
in the process, and some contend that its digestibility and 
nutritious qualities have been somewhat impaired, it appears 
to me far preferable as food for children and invalids to milk 
which may contain pathogenic organisms, and which may 
have been doctored by the addition of chemical antiseptics. 
For nutritive value, no doubt, as Dr. Thomson, of New 
York, observes, that milk is the best which is “drawn by 
clean hands from the healthy cow into bottles that have 
been sterilised by boiling water,” for this is “ germ-free and 
need not be further treated.” Several methods have been 
suggested, and are in use, for carrying out in the household 
the sterilisation of milk. The advantages claimed for steri- 
lised milk are: 1. All risk of infection by contamination is 
removed, and the milk, being free from germs of 


any kind, is recommended by the highest medical. 


authorities as being the only milk which can be used with 
perfect safety in the nursery or in the sick room. 2. No 
chemicals or other preparation whatever are added to the 
milk, which is delivered to the consumer in a state of 
absolute purity. 3. It is a fact proved by ample experience 
that this milk is more easily digested than ordinary milk. 
4. Contamination by every kind of impurity through the 
milk being in contact with a dust and germ laden 
atmosphere in the delivery and storage is totally avoided. 
5. It is a great advantage to be able to keep a supply of 
milk on hand in the store-room ready for use at any 
moment. In addition to being applicable for every house- 
hold purpose, it possesses these additional and most 


important advantages over ordinary milk: 6. It is not more 
expensive than the highest quality of raw milk. 


7. It can- 

not be tampered with or adulterated; it is supplied with all the 

original cream in transparent glass bottles with hermetically 

closed stopper. 8. It will not turn sour for an indefinite 

period if unopened. Even after opening it will keep for days. 
PRESERVATIVES OF MILK. 

The following are the chemicals which are most 
commonly used for preserving milk, and of late years the 
use of some of them has become very general: (1) Borax 
and boric acid; (2) formaldehyde ; (3) salicylic acid. 
Boric acid and its derivatives are the most common, 
and are sold to dairymen and farmers under protected 
names, with directions how and in what quantity they are to 
be added. It would appear from experiments that formal- 
dehyde is by far the most effective. ‘ Formalin” is a 4o 
per cent. solution of formaldehyde, and it is said that the 
addition of o’05 per cent. preserves milk for months. 
According to Rideal, such a solution does not communicate 
any taste or smell to the milk. It would appear that a 


| mixture of borax and boric acid in equal parts is more 
The milk first undergoes upward | 


efficacious than an equal weight of boric acid. It is said 
that salicylic acid is but seldom used in this country. Of 
twenty-seven samples of various foods examined in one 
month by Dr. Hill, Birmingham, one sample of thick cream 
contained this acid. Of 361 samples of milk examined 
thirty contained boric acid. Now the question is whether 
these substances (especially the boric preservatives) are 
necessary to preserve milk for such times as are advisable, 
and are they injurious to health when taken in small quan- 
tities for any length of time ? 
(To be continued.) 
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FOOD NOSTRUMS. 
By CHARLES HarrINnGToN, M.D., Boston, Mass. 





THE inventors and promoters of quack medicines have 
always shown the greatest commercial enterprise in pushing 
_ their wares, persuading people that though feeling well they 
really are sick and in need of blood purifiers, health 
restorers, spring medicines, kidney and liver cures, and 
such ; but in spite of their efforts, they have been unable to 
invade, as successfully as they would like, the ranks of the 
more intelligent, who hold quack medicines in deserved 
contempt. But this latter field is now being tilled by 
another class with enormous success, and many who would 
Scorn to use a secret medicine are easy prey to the vendors 
of so-called health foods, which, in various forms 
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and under fancy scientific-appearing names, are recom- 
mended for all ages, from the suckling babe to the 
tottering nonagenarian. We have substitutes for 
mother’s milk of greater nourishing qualities than 
the food given by Nature; blood-making preparations for 
the growing youth; foods of enormous potential energy 
for the adult worker ; checks on tissue waste ; preventives 
of rheumatism and calculus ; tissue builders for the aged ; 
and aids to digestion for all. We have also special foods 
for the diabetic, the constipated, the dyspeptic, and the con- 
valescent, some of which might appropriately be advertised 
as sure preventives of longevity. 

These foods are all successful from a pecuniary 
standpoint ; for the public likes to be fooled. And it is 
further encouraged in its folly by certificates and reports 
bassed on insufficient and unscientific data, signed by 
graduates in medicine who may or may not be creatures of 
the imagination, and, worse than all, may take the foods by 
order of the medical adviser. 

In the course of my work during the past fifteen years I 
have had occasion to analyse a very large number of 
these foods, and am prepared to assert that I have yet to 
find a patent food which is not either a quite unnecessary 
and comparatively expensive substitute for ordinary food, or 
capable of producing harm rather than good. 

The food nostrums may be divided into classes, as 
follows : 

Some are simply frauds, incapable of producing harm, 
and equally incapable of exercising any of their adver- 
tised curative influences, but containing a reasonable 
amount of nutriment. There are many of this class, and 
two examples will suffice. A more or less popular food 
for dyspeptics, guaranteed “to instantly relieve acid or 
sour stomach, abnormal hunger, and sinking, all-gone 
feeling,” “to prevent the injurious. effects of ice-water,” 
and “to relieve any trouble arising from indigestion,” 
proves to be a very innocent meal, costing about ten 
times as much as corn-meal or Graham flour, made from 
the refuse of a popcorn factory, and quite free from added 
substances which might neutralise acids in the stomach. 
Another of this class, which at present is being well adver- 
tised, is a form of bread which is supposedly endowed with 
the property of self-digestion ; it is said to be made with 
the addition of malt extract before being put into the oven 
—a needless waste when one considers at what low 
temperature the ferment diastase is killed. 

A second class includes such as are perfectly harmless 
and abundantly nutritious, but expensive and unnecessary, 
since the same dietetic results may be achieved quite as 
pleasantly and much more economically with the materials 
at hand in every kitchen. 

In another group may be placed the infants’ foods and 
substitutes for mother’s milk. Most of the manufacturers 
of these preparations are willing to concede that Nature is a 
good guide to follow, and attempt to imitate her food; but 
they are not unanimous on. this point, for there are those 
who, not satisfied with things as they have been created, have 
improved on Nature’s methods and given us foods which 
they advertise as “ superior to mother’s milk.” The infant 
foods may be divided into those made from cow’s milk and 
those intended to be added to cow’s milk, either to enrich it 
or to favourably affect its digestibility. Since it is impossible 
to reduce milk to a dry powder which, when treated with 
water, will again assume its original form; since milk con- 
taining a normal amount of fat would tend, even if well con- 
centrated, to quickly become rancid ; and since another 
valuable constituent, the proteids, would become incurably 
altered in character in the process of drying, the manufac- 
turers are driven to remove (for their purposes) objection- 
able fat, and to add other substances foreign to milk, as 
cane-sugar, malt-sugar, dextrin, and starch, so thata powder 
may be obtained, and then they impudently claim that their 
finished product, by virtue of this treatment, is either made 
to closely resemble human milk or to surpass it in nutritive 
value. 

The other infant foods intended as additions to cow’s 
milk are made from cereals, which should have no place in 
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the food of young infants, whose digestive organs are not 
yet ready for substances foreign to milk. When all that is 
needed to imitate natural food for infants is milk-sugar, 
water, milk (which can be separated into cream), and 
skimmed milk, and when with these four simple substances 
one needs only to know how much of each is required for the 
mixture, how can we justify the use of the expensive sub- 
stitutes which introduce foreign substances, starch, dextrin, 
malt-sugar, and cane-sugar, into young stomachs which are 
doing well enough if they can digest what Nature intended 
they should? And not only do they introduce foreign 
matter, but unless they are fortified by milk or cream they 
furnish a very insufficient proportion of fat. 


A fourth group may include those foods which are harm- 


ful to the particular class to whom their use is commended. 
Here we may place all the diabetic flours and biscuits and 
breads. What would be thought of a physician who should 
order for his diabetic patients unlimited sugar-candy, dry 
crackers, and white bread? No answer is necessary, but 
such a course would be not much if any worse than per- 
mitting them to use the commercial diabetic foods. Some 
years ago I exposed to the profession the character of all 
the diabetic foods in the market. Since that time I have 
examined such new flours as have appeared, but I have yet 
to meet one made from cereals which does not contain a 
liberal supply of starch, and most of them are as rich in it 
as whole flour. 

The fifth and last group includes those which may act 
unpleasantly, injuriously, or even dangerously to sick and 
well alike. Who would direct that a patient suffering from 
weak digestion and irritable stomach should be given a 
nauseous mixture of beef blood, sheep’s blood and glycerin ? 
Add now to the mixture some fruit juices or syrup. Is it 
thereby improved, or made more nauseous and repulsive ? 
But this is not enough: in order that this food may be 
preserved indefinitely without the body, let us now add a 
substance which will also retard its digestion within the 
body and at the same time irritate the stomach, the kidneys, 
and the bladder, namely, a liberal dose of salicylic acid. With 
this addition the mixture now resembles the animal arcana so 
much in demand for making blood in anemic persons, 
building up convalescents, furnishing strength to the weak 
and the strong alike, and rescuing from the hand of death 
the sufferer from wasting disease. To this class belong also 
the canned and bottled clam broths, that waste product so 
poor in nutrition and so rich in chemical preservative. 
Such, also, many of the horde of alcoholic beverages 
masquerading under the magic name of Malt, with their 
freedom from diastase and richness in salicylic acid. 

We attempt to educate the people as to the desirability 
of purity in the common articles of food so that they may 
understand the dangers of adulteration, and then we leave 
them the helpless prey of the crafty medical food specialists. 
We ought rather to continue to teach them that it is to 
their physical and pecuniary advantage to avoid nostrums of 
all sorts, and that the proper feeding of children and the 
sick can be carried out more intelligently, more beneficially 
and more economically with the food materials in common 
use, which need no fancy names and claim no medicinal 
virtues.—-Bosten Medical and Surgical Journal. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES AND TUBERCULOSIS IN MEAT. 
AN IMPORTANT BUTCHERS’ CASE. 


Mr. WALTER BEVERLEY, barrister, Bradford, has just 
made his award as arbitrator in a case of great importance 
to butchers, stock raisers, meat traders, and the public 
generally. The hearing occupied three days of last week 
at the Midland Hotel, Bradford. It may be considered as 
forestalling and establishing as legal rights propositions 
aimed at by the National Federation of Meat Traders’ 
Associations, whose annual conference was recently held at 
Liverpool. 
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The following resolution was the outcome of their d 
liberations :— : 

“ That this Federation is of opinion that a suggestion 
should be made to the Local Government Board to mode- 
rate the harsh proceedings of certain medical officers of 
health who stiil confiscate in doubtful cases of tuberculous 
animals the property of men engaged in the meat trade, 
in opposition to the recorded opinion of the Bovine Tuber- 
culosis Commission, and we suggest that until the present 
Commission have issued their report such doubtful 
cases are withdrawn. We also demand that the meat 
should not be destroyed until examined by competent 
experts outside the local authority, who shall have the 
opportunity of viewing the carcase and reporting thereon, 
as under the present system carcases are frequently 
destroyed immediately, so as to prevent subsequent 
necessary inquiry ; that the Scotch precedent be adopted of 
allowing the residual value to remain the property of the 
owner ; that it is the experience of the Federation, through 
many of its members, that the confiscation of native animals 
bought in an open market at their full value is a grievance 
that should be immediately remedied, as the native produce 
is placed at a disadvantage, because men in the trade are 
frequently compelled to safeguard themselves by the pur- 
chase of foreign imported animals, which are not liable to 
confiscation, having passed inspection ; that copies of this 
resolution be sent to the Presidents of the Board of Agricul- 
ture, the Local Government Board, to Lord Salisbury ; and 
that we trust the present Commission will soon issue their 
report.” 

In the present instance Mr. Waugh, instructed by Mr. 
Jardine (Mr. Fredk. Walker, Halifax), appeared for the 
claimant, Mr. D. Walshaw, butcher, Brighouse ; and Mr. | 
T. R. D. Wright, instructed by Mr. Willans (Messrs. Storey 
and Willans), for the respondents, the Brighouse Corpora- 
tion. . 

It appeared that on October r1gth last when a carcase of - 
the claimant’s was being dressed at the Brighouse slaughter- 
house, the medical officer of health and nuisance inspector 
went there, and purported to seize it as diseased. Mr. | 
Walshaw telegraphed for Mr Walker, veterinary surgeon, 
Halifax, inspector for the Board of Agriculture, who gave a 
certificate that it was localised tubercle, confined to the 
lungs and pleura, and that the flesh was that of a well- 
conditioned animal, fit for food, as it had been properly 
dressed. The authorities, nevertheless, had it condemned 
by a Justice, and it was destroyed. Mr. Walshaw was 
summoned at the West Riding Court, but the case was dis- 
missed, as the Legislature did not make it an offence to be 
owner of a carcase where it was not brought to his premises 
nor came into his possessiou, and there had been no sale 
or exposure for sale. His business had been ruined by the 
action of the authorities. He had been almost driven to 
close his shop, but Mr. Jardine had advised that he should 
do his best to revive his business, to establish a claim 
for damages against. the Corporation, which was now made. 

The case was admitted to be unique in a variety of 
novel points of legal difficulty, and raised questions of 
scientific interest—of tuberculous bacilli, nocuity of flesh, 
the formation of nodules, caseation, and effect upon the 
meat, lymphatics, and other substances, and of pseudo- 
tuberculosis, which were dealt with by a number of medical 
and veterinary witnesses. For the Corporation it was urged 
by Dr. Martin, medical officer, Mr. Marsden, inspector, and 
Mr. Henry Sugden, who condemned on their evidence that 
it was not a good carcase, and they were supported by Mr. 
Findlay, assistant to Dr. Bell, veterinary surgeon, Brig- 
house ; and Dr. McKinna, veterinary surgeon, Hudders- 
field, who examined the carcase ; and Dr. Kaye, medical 
officer of health for the West Riding County Council. 

Their views were directed to establish a generalisation 
of the disease, which in a pronounced case would be ad- 
mitted by the claimant’s witnesses to render meat unfit for 
food. For the claimant it was contended that in localised 
affections of organs the meat was not damaged. Messrs. 
Allan Morton, Ramsden Crowther, and Walter Ramsden, 
of Brighouse, practical butchers, who saw the carcase and 
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_ fat, deposed to its being a good body of beef, wholesome 


a 


meat, and fit for food, and they were confirmed by David 
Haigh, slaughterer, and the claimant and his son. Evidence 
was given by Mr. Walker, veterinary surgeon, as to the 
disease in this case having been local, and in accordance 
with the report of the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis, 


in 1895, the meat was sound, wholesome, and fit for food. 
_ He was supported by Dr. Hime, of Bradford. The effect 
_ of their evidence was that if meat such as this is allowed to 


be seized, disastrous results will ensue to butchers and 


others. The views of the most eminent experts of ‘this and 
- foreign countries were given and supported, as showing that 
such meat was not unfit for food, and had been so found by 


the Royal Commission in 1895. 


Mr. Beverley found the carcase to have been sound and 


improperly seized, and the amount of damages to be 


Alot 115., less £5 contributed by the seller of the beast. 


Mr. Wright desired a special case to be stated to raise 


all the points of law, which the arbitrator eventually de- 
clined, and it is understood the Corporation will contest 


_ the adverse finding to the utmost extent. 


If fought out in 
a court of law, it will be followed with interest by both 


medical scientists and lawyers, whilst the public may have 
further opportunity of reassurance on the subject of meat 


_ consumption. 


The beast cost £10, whilst the fees of four 
alone of the legal and medical gentlemen engaged amount 


to £160, so that the case justifies the fable of thé two 


litigants pulling horns at one end and tail at the other 
while the law quietly takes the milk.— Yorkshire Post. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Kensington Petty Sessions, William Hepworth, of 
the “Warwick Arms,” Warwick Road, Kensington, was sum- 
moned for selling whisky diluted to the extent of 32°8 per 
cent. In the absence of his solicitor, and upon the advice 
of his wife, the defendant decided that the case 


should go on.—Arthur Ellenden, an inspector under the 


Defendant said that this was not true ; 


cess of water. 


Sale of Food and Drugs Act, said he visited the house on 
December 28th and purchased half a pint of Irish whisky, 
for which he paid rs. 4d. He looked round and could find 
no notice. Witness’s brother was present at the time.— 
the notice had been 
there for years—it was there inthe time of Mr. Dallaway, 
the former owner of the house. 
brother of the previous witness, said he was present at the 
time, and was asked to look round the bar and see if he 


could find a notice, but he could not.—The wife of the | 


defendant produced a framed notice, similar to that hung 


‘up in the three bars in the house.—After hearing the 
evidence, the Chairman said the notice was not sufficient 


to cover the law ; it was not an honest notice.—Defendant 





said that the notice was similar to that exhibited in most | 


public houses.—The Chairman said the notice was a loop- 
hole to deceive the public. There would be a fine of 
three guineas and costs. 

Joun Loweg, innkeeper, Conisboro’, was summoned by 
Joseph Wilson, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act to 
the West Riding County Council, for selling adulterated 
whisky. Complainant stated that on the day in question 
he visited defendant’s house, and asked fora pint of whisky, 


which he examined and found it contained 24 per cent. ex- | 
He divided the liquor into three parts, one | 
of which he sent to the analyst at Sheffield. The analyst | 
found that the sample received by him contained 2°5 per | 
Defendant said that he thought that the Act | 


cent. water. 
required that the cork of each sample should be sealed. If 
the cork was not sealed the spirit might evaporate on coming 
in contact with the air. 
was loose from a bottle of champagne, and the champagne 
was unfit for use. The Chairman informed defendant that 
the Act only required that the sample should be wrapped 
up and sealed, nothing being said about the seal being on 
the cork. There seemed to have been adulteration, but the 
amount of adulteration was not great, and, the costs being 
heavy, defendant would be let off on having the costs, 


Al 128., to pay. 


He had drawn the cork of which | 








| nature, substance, or quality demanded. 
Charles Ellenden, a | 


' houses, Mansel Street, 


At Worship Street, on February znd, Frederick Pullen, 
landlord of the “‘ Lord Morpeth” Tavern, Old Ford Road, 
Bethnal Green, appeared before Mr. Haden Corser to a 
summons under the Food and Drugs Act for selling whisky 
adulterated with water. Mr. Maitland, solicitor, defended. 
The prosecution was undertaken by the Sanitary Authority 
of Bethnal Green parish, Sanitary Inspector Boyce giving 
the usual evidence of purchase, and producing the certificate 
of analysis, showing the adulteration to be 5°6 per cent. 
below the minimum standard. Mr. Maitland put in two 
printed and framed notices that “ all spirits were sold as 
diluted,” and showed, by a plan of the bar, that they were 
within fair view of every customer, adding that only a per- 
son wilfully blind could avoid seeing the notices. The 
defendant and his barmaid were called to prove that the 
notices were exhibited, and Mr. Corser, remarking that the 
landlord was not bound to specifically call the attention of 
every customer to the notices, dismissed the case. 

AT Westminster Police Court Joseph McKone, until 
recently of the ‘Coach and Horses,” beer-house, Willow 
Street, Westminster, was summoned by the Excise for 
diluting beer.—Mr. Dennis proved that a sample of beer 
taken at the house in November last was diluted with the 
equivalent of added water to the extent of 6 1-16 gallons to 
the 36 gallon barrel.—Defendant pleaded that he had not 
touched the beer in any way, and added that the sample 
was taken from the bottom of the cask.—Mr. Sheil could 
not see the force of this ; the fact of a sample being taken 
from the bottom could not affect the strength to any 
appreciable extent. He imposed a penalty of £10, with 
46s. costs, or in default of distress six weeks, and as 
defendant had neither money or goods, he was removed to 
the cells. 

Mr. Dicxins, at Thames on February 4th, imposed a 
fine of £12 10s. upon William Henry Shere, proprietor of 


| the “Ship” public-house, High Street, Stepney, for diluting 


stout with water. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Trowbridge, on February znd, Enoch Wootten, 
grocer, Silver Street, was summoned for selling olive oil to 
an assistant of the County Council which was not of the 
Mr. Crutwell, 
solicitor, of Frome, appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. 
C. J. Jones defended. After a long hearing, the bench con- 
victed, and imposed a fine of £5, including costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At North London on February 4th, Messrs. Shaw, 
Bryant and Co., provision merchants, of Victoria Ware- 
Aldgate, were summoned by the 
Butter Association of Great Britain and Ireland for selling, 
to the prejudice of the purchaser, half-a-pound of “ butter” 
containing 93 per cent. of foreign fat—Mr. Ricketts 
prosecuted, and Mr. Beck defended.—Mr. Ricketts said 
there were two summonses—one taken out under the Food 
and Drugs Act for adulteration, and the other for selling 
margarine without declaring the nature of the substance, 
and also for neglecting to put it ina wrapper upon which 
the word “ margarine” was printed. The defendants 
were a Limited Liability Company, having about 
twenty-two retail shops in London. They had a branch 
at High Street, Stoke Newington, and had _ been 
largely advertising ‘‘ninepenny fresh roll butter.” On 
January 3rd, Mr. Ward, an inspector of the Butter Associa- 
tion, visited the shop, and asked for half-a-pound of nine- 
penny fresh roll butter. He was served from a slab on which 
were rolls and lumps of what looked like butter, and no 
label to denote that it was anything else. This ninepenny 
fresh roll butter contained only 7 per cent. of butter. Such 
a mixture was worth only about 3d. or 4d. per pound. The 
defence was that the article was margarine, and was so 
marked ; but that it was the neglect of the assistant in not 
wrapping it in a printed paper declaring it to be margarine. 
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Mr. Sidney Bryant, general manager to the defendant com- 
pany, said the assistant had not obeyed orders; and Mr. 
Bros inflicted a fine of 20s. and costs. The second summons 
was withdrawn. 


MEAT: A CASE DISMISSED. 


At South Shields on February 2, Robert Jackson, 
butcher, was summoned for depositing for the purpose of 
sale, or preparation for sale, certain portions of the carcase 
of a beast on his premises at East Jarrow, the same being 
diseased and unfit for food. 

The Town Clerk appeared to prosecute, and Mr. J. M. 
Smith defended. . 

The Town Clerk said some few weeks ago the defendant 
took a lock-up shop in Straker Terrace, East Jarrow, which 
he had at odd times used for the purpose of a slaughter- 
house. On Jan. 18th, he brought a beast to the shop, be- 
- tween 9 and tro o’clock at night, and on the following 
morning, before daylight, it was slaughtered and left 
hanging till Saturday morning, when about 5 a.m. it 
was put in a cart, and taken in the direction of 
South Shields. The prosecution was not in a position 
to tell what had become of the carcase, but the offal 
and other parts that were left behind, caused a 
strong smell; complaints were made to the police, 
and Mr. Pollock, the inspector of Food and Drugs was 
called in. After getting into the shop, which had been 
fastened up, the inspector found the remains of the 
carcase, and reported the matter to the medical officer of 
health. Dr. Turnbull examined the portions of the 
carcase, and found them covered with tuberculous growth. 
The tuberculosis was in such an advanced stage that the 
animal must have been very considerably affected by it. 
The portions were seized by the inspector, and taken before 
a magistrate, who ordered them to bedestroyed. It was for 
the defendant to prove that the portions were not deposited 
in the shop for the purpose of sale. 

Michael Pollock, inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, and Dr. Turnbull, medical officer of health, having 
given evidence in support of the Town Clerk’s statement. 

Mary Campbell, grocer, East Jarrow, said she resided 
next door to the shop in question. She let the shop to the 
defendant, who had been in occupation for about ten 
weeks. She had never seen anything sold from it, but it 
had been used occasionally for slaughtering. 

Mr. J. M. Smith, for the defence, said the defendant 
purchased a cow at Gateshead on the Wednesday afternoon, 
and walked the animal down to East Jarrow. It was placed 
in the shop, and on Thursday morning it was slaughtered. 
As soon as it was found to be diseased, the preparation was 
stopped, and nothing further was done. The heart and 
other portions were thrown to one side, and when he went 
on Friday night to get the carcase away, he could not get 
in as the place had been fastened up owing to his being in 
arrear of rent. Early on Saturday morning they took the 
carcase away in the cart, and deposited it in a hopper at 
Jarrow. They went back for the remaining portions, but 
they could not get possession, the place being securely 
fastened up. 

John Thomas Jackson having given evidence in support 
of Mr. Smith’s contention, the Bench considered the case 
had not been proved, and dismissed the defendant. 


MEAT. 


AT King’s Heath, Walter Norris, Bristol Road, North- 
fleet, butcher, was summoned for exposing for sale meat 
which was unfit for human food. Mr. E. Docker prose- 
cuted on behalf of the King’s Norton District Council. 
Inspector Cattle stated that he went to defendant’s shop on 
the zoth ult., and amongst the meat exposed for sale he 
found two pieces of beef which were discoloured and gave 
off an offensive smell. He drew defendant’s attention to 
the meat, and he said that it was all right inside. On the 
meat being cut, however, it proved to be very much tainted. 
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On drawing defendant’s attention to other pieces of meat, 
he said that they were intended for dogs’ food. Witness 
seized the meat, which was destroyed by order of a magis- 
trate. Defendant’s wife said that the meat was not intended 
for sale, and had been placed in the shop by her son 
because they had nowhere else to hang it. A penalty of 
45 and costs was imposed. 


MILK. 


GroRGE CHEEK, a milkman, of Kingsland Road, was 
summoned by the Hackney Vestry, at North London 
Police Court, for refusing to sell milk to an inspector 
properly appointed under the Food and Drugs Act to take 
samples for the purpose of analysis. The evidence was 
that the inspector (Punter) sent his daughter to purchase a 
pint of milk of the defendant, but the latter, when he saw 
the inspector, drove his barrow on to the footway, and ran 
off. Mr. C. V. Young, who defended, said there was no 
refusal so as to interfere with the process of the law. The 
fact was that the defendant only had sufficient milk to serve 
his one remaining customer ; and that was why he refused 
to serve the young lady. The fact of hurrying away was 
because he was engaged at one of the theatres and was 
anxious to be at his post for the afternoon performance. 
Mr. D’Eyncourt said he was afraid he could not accept — 
either point of defence, and fined the defendant 30s. In ~ 
reply to the defendant, the inspector said he had previously 
taken a sample of his milk and found it all correct. 


UNSOUND FISH. 


Art Southwark, on February 2nd, Henry Chatfield, pro- 
prietor of a fried fish shop, 99, London Road, was sum- - 
moned by Inspector Simpson, of St. George’s Vestry, for 
having caused to be deposited at his premises, for the pur- 
pose of sale and intended for human food, 117 haddocks, 
which were unsound, unwholesome, and unfit for human 
food. Mr. Johnston prosecuted, and Mr. Armstrong 
defended. It appeared that the inspector found a young 
man named Meredith in a cellar preparing the fish for 
cooking. He had purchased them at Billingsgate that 
morning, and believed them to be good, but he did not pro- 
pose to take them upstairs and fry them until they had 
been seen by the defendant, who was temporarily absent.— 
Meredith, cross-examined, said he was called the head fryer 
of the establishment. He could not say that he was known 
as the holy friar.—(Laughter.)—The defendant said as he 
saw the fish he knew they were bad, and he would not have 
allowed them to be cooked.—George Poliock, who described 
himself as a Billingsgate ‘“‘ bombaree,” or salesman, said he 
sold Meredith the fish that same morning, believing them 
to be good.—The magistrate said he thought the fish 
would probably have been cooked but tor the in- 
tervention of the inspector. The defendant 
liable to a very heavy penalty, #50 for each fish, 
and he would have to pay a fine of £30, and the cost 
of the summons.—Mr, Armstrong gave notice of appeal, — 
and at the same time asked for process against Pollock ~ 
for selling the fish to the defendant. He alleged that 
Pollock endeavoured to bribe Meredith the day after — 
the fish had been condemned.—The magistrate said he 
thought process against Pollock should await the result of — 
Chatfield’s appeal. He, therefore, refused that process at 
present.—Mr. Armstrong said a mandamus could be easily 
obtained. Would the Court fix sureties for the appeal ?— 
The Magistrate : Two in £40, one in £80. 


SAGO OR TAPIOCA. 


AT Kensington Petty Sessions on February 1st, Mr. A. — 
Herifier, a Greek, of 7, All Saints’ Road, Kensington, was 
summoned by the Kensington Vestry for selling sago con- 
taining 100 per cent. of tapioca, 

Inspector Hawkins purchased half ‘a pound of sago, — 


- which he afterwards found was tapioca. 


was | 
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_ The Chairman: Isn’t tapioca equally as nutritious as sago? 

Hawkins: Yes, sir; I believe so. Our- point is that 
we asked for sago and expected to get it.. ;- 

The Chairman :: But whose interests are you protecting ? 
These summonses are intended to protect some one’s 
interests, and not for vexatious prosecutions. 

The Vestry Clerk: The relative merits of two articles 


~ may be equal, but one is not the other. 


——. 


“ 


Qf eae o e 


Defendant stated that he purchased the article as sago 
and thought it was sago. The box was marked “Sago.” 
__ A fine of ros, and costs was inflicted. 


A CURIOUS ADULTERATION PROSECUTION. 


At Epsom Bench on January 31st, Edwin James Bates 
was charged with unlawfully selling to Inspector Martin, of 
the Surrey County Council, a quantity of butter adulterated 
with 25 per cent. of foreign fat. 

Inspector Martin said he had received a notice from the 
defendant, relying upon a warranty given him by the person 
from whom he had purchased the goods, under the 25th 
Section of the Public Health Act, and claiming a dismissal 
of the summons on those grounds. In his evidence he 
stated that on January 4th he went to the defendant’s shop, 
a grocers and post office at Great Bookham. He 
there saw the defendant, and asked for a_half-pound 
of shilling butter, for which he paid. He divided 


the butter in the usual way, and a portion was sent to Dr. 


Stevenson for analysis, and he now produced the certificate 
of .the doctor, to the effect that the sample contained 25 
per cent. of foreign fats other than butter, and further 
stated that it was a sample of margarine. He purchased it 
as a sample of butter. 

Cross-examined, he said butter at a shilling a pound was 
not a high-class butter. It was pastry butter. He had 
often taken samples before, but had never found anything 
wrong. Defendant showed him his invoice and a letter 
from the person he purchased the butter from, guaranteeing 
its purity. He knew Messrs, Redwood and Hailes as 
analysts of repute. 


Defendant’s solicitor said he relied upon the exceptions | 


of the 25th Section, which provided that where a warranty 
from the seller was given, the defendant in such a case as 
this could not be convicted, being innocent of fraud. The 
seller of the butter to Mr. Bates had given a warranty that 
it was pure, and enclosed the result of an analysis from 
Messrs. Redwood and Hailes, well known public analysts, 
to whom Mr. Charles Prideaux, of Motcombe Shaftesbury, 
Dorset, the seller of the butter, had sent the sample 
of butter left with defendant for analysis. These 
gentlemen in their report stated that considering the ran- 
cidity of the sample, the analysis pointed to its being a 
genuine sample of butter, but its natural condition was 
highly changed. He also read a letter from Mr. Prideaux, 
in which he stated that he was surprised at the report of the 
County Analyst, as all his butter was pure, and he never 
sold a pound of margarine in his life. He quoted a case 
recently decided at Hastings, where the district analyst, Dr. 
Woodhead, said the butter was adulterated with 25 per cent. 
of foreign fat. Another analyst of equal repute—Dr. Rideal 
—declare that there was not an atom of foreign fat in the 
butter. The result was that the sample was referred to 
to Somerset House for analysis, and this confirmed the report 
that the butter was pure. That was a rather alarming state of 








things that might be paralleled in this case, and he asked, in | 
the event of the contention as to the warranty failing, that | 
the Bench would send the third sample to Somerset House. | 


He pointed out that the invoice from Mr. Prideaux 
guaranteed that the butter was pure pastry butter, having 


written across the consignment note, ‘‘ This consignment of | 


butter guaranteed pure,” and said that was sufficient for his 
client. 
support of this contention. 

The defendant gave evidence to the effect that he 
purchased the butter from Mr. Prideaux at 8d. per pound 
on the guarantee that it was pure butter, and never sold 
margarine in his shop. 


He quoted the case of ‘Lindsey v. Rooke” in | 


The Chairman said that according to the 2 5th Section 
of the Act there was no case against the defendant, but 
there appeared to be one against the man Prideaux. i334 

The Inspector asked that the letters and documents be 
impounded, with a view to future proceedings, and this was 
done. 


“PTOMAINE POISONING. 


On February 5th, Mr. G. P. Wyatt, coroner, held an 
inquest on the body of Ann Angel Carpenter, 27, a collar 
ironer, late of 116, Farmers Road, Kennington. Ada 
Georgina Carpenter, a sister, said that on Sunday, January 
30th, her sister and herself partook of roast pork for dinner, 
after which they were both seized with a fit of vomiting. 
Her sister had a seidlitz powder, after which she seemed a 
little better, and in the evening went with her young man to 
visit another sister at New Cross. ‘They returned about 
half-past eleven o’clock at night, but Ann was still feeling 
ill. Next morning she was unable to go to work, and 
remained in bed. When witness came home to dinner she 
found her in a state of unconsciousness, and at once sent 
for a medical man. Ann never rallied, and expired on 
Thursday last. Dr. W. P. Fox, of 122, Clapham Road, 
stated that he had made a fost-mortem examination ofthe 
body, and found the coating of the stomach and intestines 
inflamed and congested. ‘The cause of death was syncope 
from ptomaine poisoning, no doubt set up by the pork. It 
was a most remarkable case. The Jury returned a verdict 
in accordance with the medical testimony. 


PRESERVATION OF EGGS. 


EXPERIMENTS have been made by Director Strauch, of 
the Agricultural School, in Neisse (Germany), with various 
methods for keeping eggs fresh. At the beginning of July 
twenty fresh eggs were treated by each method and ex- 
amined at the end of February. ‘The results are given 
below: 

Kept in brine: All unfit for use. Not decayed, but un- 
palatable from being saturated with salt. 

Per cent. 
spoiled. 


Wrapped in paper ... 80 


Kept in a solution of salicylic acid and glycerin 80 
Rubbed with salt ; a ptr ot, fo 
Packed in bran... 70 
Coated with Paraffin ty 70 
Painted with a solution of salicylic ‘acid and 

glycerine ven FO 
Immersed in boiling water 12-15 seconds 50 
Treated with a solution of alum ... 50 
Kept in a solution of salicylic acid 50 
Coated with soluble glass ... 40 
Coated with collodion 40 
Coated with varnish 40 
Rubbed with bacon 30 
Packed in wood ashes__. : 20 
Treated with boric acid and soluble glass. 20 
Treated with potassium permanganate 20 
Coated with vaseline and ae in lime 

water ... All good 


Kept in soluble glass All very good 


" (Siidd. Ap. Zt) 


THE “ BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL.” 


At the meeting of the Council of the British Medical 
Association on January 19th, Dr. Dawson Williams, 
Assistant Editor, who has been connected with the editorial 
department of the Journal for seventeen years, and has on 


| many occasions discharged the duties of acting Editor, was 


unanimously appointed Editor of the British Medical Journal. 
At the same time Mr. C. Louis Taylor, who has been Sub- 
Editor for the last eleven years, was appointed Assistant 
Editor. 
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WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL AND INADEQUATE 
FINES. 


Eari_ WINTERTON drew attention to the fines imposed 
by magistrates for offences under the Act, and said -he 
thought that if the magistrates could see their way to impose 
more fines it would help the committee a good deal in put- 
_ ting down what little adulteration there might be. 


_ CHAMPAGNE MILK. 


A NEw beverage bearing this name has recently been 
put on the market by a Frenchman. It is stated to be 
prepared in the following manner: Cream is sweetened 
with syrup, placed in a closed vessel, in which it is sterilised 
by passing a current of oxygen through it, and then charged 
with carbonic acid.—(Z¢sch. f, Ph.) 


BERKSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL. 
REPORT OF THE County ANALYST. 


Durinc the quarter twenty articles, consisting of samples 
of coffee, tea, butter, sweets, cheese, and pepper have been 
purchased for analysis by the inspector, and all were genuine 
and of satisfactory quality. Nine samples of drinking water 
have been analysed ; one was impure, two somewhat doubt- 
ful, and six good. The public water supplies of three 
district councils proved of excellent quality. Four samples 
of river water, from Lechlade to Henley, have recently 
been analysed, covering a distance of about eighty miles 
along the county boundary. The results are entirely satis- 
factory, and show that after the river has received the 
drainage of Oxfordshire, the larger part of Berkshire, and a 


considerable part of Buckinghamshire, the quality of the | 


water has not deteriorated to any important extent. Even 
after the recent rains and the considerable amount of sur- 
face impurities washed into the brooks and streams, the 
proportion of organic matter in the water at Henley is not 
larger than the natural amount in December. 


ADULTERATION IN THE COUNTY OF CHESTER. 


Mr. J. CARTER BELL, the County Analyst, reports that 
during the Quarter ending December 31st, 1897, we had 
analysed 232 Samples, consisting of 75 Butters, 46 Milks, 
24 Spirits, 6 Coffees, 8 Gingers, 6 Cheese, 5 Peppers, 4 
Arrowroots, 53 Waters, and 5 Effluents. 

Of these 11 were adulterated, viz., 5 Butters, 3 Milks, 
and 3 Spirits. The Butters were adulterated with from 
85 to go per cent. of foreign fat. 
It per cent. of water respectively, and the Spirits were from 
1-8 per cent. over the standard. 

One of the above samples of milk calls for some re- 
marks. The sample returned at 11 per cent. of water 
should have been over 20 per cent., but before reporting 
upon it, I asked the Inspector to obtain a sample direct 


from the cows, which he did. The farmer had only two | 


cows, which gave exceedingly poor milk, which when judged 
by a gcod standard contain 12 per cent. of water, and was 
robbed of one-third of its cream. I am inclined to think 
that the farmer could not have milked the cows fairly. 

One private sample of Butter I examined, though per- 
fectly pure, had a most peculiar odour and flavour, a 
combination of carbolic acid and paraffin oil. These most 
excellent things in their proper place are undesirable as a 
flavouring for fresh country butter. In this case, there is 
no doubt that butter may have been kept in close 
proximity to these strongly odorous bodies, and had 
absorbed, in this case, the noxious vapours. The flower 
farmers in the South of France adopt this very process, 
founded on the property of fats to absorb odours. 

It cannot be too strongly impressed upon all those who 
have the manipulation of Butter, Milk, and Cream, that 
perfect cleanliness should be maintained in every place 
where these things are stored. 


The Milks with 3, 5 and | 








ADULTERATION IN LEEDS. 


Mr. T. Farriey, City Analyst, reports that during 
the quarter ending December 31st, 1897, the samples 
received have been :——-Milk 50; Skim Milk 1; Butter 6; 
Bacon 1 ; two ofthe samples of milk were adulterated. In 
both cases the samples contained eighteen per cent. of 
added water as compared withthe lowest quality of genuine 
milk. Twenty-two of the milks were reported to be of low 
quality and all probably adulterated with from ten to twelve 
per cent. of water. Four of the butters were adulterated 
with foreign fat, one did not contain any butter fat and the 
others contained seventy-seven, seventy-three and a half, 
and seventy-three per cent. respectively of fat other than 
butter fat. The other samples were genuine. 

It may be within the knowledge of members of this 
Committee that a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, appointed in 1894, sat for three sessions, and 
last year gave in a report after the most complete and ex- 
haustive inquiry that has ever been made relating to the 
adulteration of food and its legal prevention. 
mittee made several very important recommendations—one 
of them being that a Court of Reference should be 
constituted by the Board of Trade to decide matters 
relating to the standards of the quality and purity of food, 
whose decisions when confirmed by a Secretary of State 
should have the force of law. Towards the close of last 
session, a Sale of Food and Drugs Bill was introduced by 
the President of the Local Government Board, which 
omitted many of the recommendations of the Select Com- 
mittee including that for a Court of Reference. It is very 
desirable that in any Bill to be brought up later, the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee should have due 
weight given to them, and that local Authorities should 
exert their influence in that direction. Further-information 
is given in the report of the Council of the Society of Public 
Analysts, who have carefully considered the Bill introduced 
last session. 


CAUTION TO MINERAL WATER MANUFACTURERS. 


DuRHAM CouNTY COUNCIL AND THE FOOD AND 
Drucs ACTs. 


DurRING the quarter 176 samples of food and drugs 
have been submitted to the County Analyst by your 
Inspectors, and Mr. B. Scott Elder, Chief Inspector, says 
in his report, I have pleasure in reporting that, although 
this is the largest number of samples submitted in any one 
quarter for some years back, in only five instances has it 


| been necessary to take proceedings, while the percentage of 


adulterated articles—including even the doubtful samples 
—isonly 4°5 per cent. This result compares favourably 
with the latest average for England and Wales, which is 
stated in the report of the Local Government Board to be 
g'2 per. cent. 

In consequence of prosecutions for the sale of soda 
water, which have recently been instituted by a local 
authority in the neighbourhood, I have been requested by 
mineral water manufacturers and others interested in the 
trade to make public the standard adopted by this county 
for mineral waters when manufactured and sold simply as 
beverages, and, as I have every reason to believe that the 
request was made with a view of complying with the law 
and not of evading it, I think that the County Council 
would not be justified in refusing it. According to the 
British Pharmacopeceia prescription for soda water there 
should be 15 grains of bicarbonate of soda to the 
10 oz. bottle, but so great a quantity of soda renders the 
mixture quite unsuitable as a beverage, and in my opinion 
is only necessary when the article is sold as a medicinal 
preparation. I have therefore recommended that the label 
on the bottle should state definitely the proportions in the 
preparation, thus : (a) Soda water containing five grains of 
bicarbonate of potash per ro oz. bottle; (6) Potash water 
containing five grains of bicarbonate of potash per ro oz. 
bottle. It is already distinctly understood that mineral 
waters which are simply carbonated or aerated waters should 
be labelled as such, and not sold as soda or potash water. 


This Com- — 
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HIS NAME IS BASS, TOO. 

Ir is a queer commentary upon the perversity of the 
human mind that such a notice as the following in a Chat- 
tanooga paper should ever have been written and printed : 

“T hereby acknowledge myself an habitual drunkard, 
and warn every man connected with the liquor trade, that 
he violates his oath by selling, giving, or allowing me to 
drink.” 

This warning is signed by a Mr. Bass, who, says the 
paper in which it appears, is known to a majority of the 
people in Chattanooga as a man ot good family and educa- 
tion, universally liked for his personal qualities. About two 
years ago hoggishness in regard to drink took possession of 
him, and since then he has endeavoured in every way 
possible to decrease the country’s whisky surplus. 

“J have drank till I am nearly dead,” he said, when 
requesting the publication of his card. ‘I want to quit, 
but I can’t as long as I can get a drink. I take this 
method of cutting off the possibility of doing so.” 

The curious feature of the case lies in the fact that one 
with no control of his will should yet have been able to 
force himself to action so deeply humiliating, and that the 
burden of keeping Mr. Bass sober should unfairly be 
transferred by him from his own weak shoulders to the 
already overburdened ones of the liquor dealer. 


MICROBES WE EAT. 


THE FRIENDLY AND VICIOUS VARIETIES. 


At the London Institution, on January 17th, Professor 
W. B. Bottomley, M.A., delivered a lecture entitled 
“Microbes: Friendly and Otherwise.” He commenced 
by observing that previous to 1830 very little was known 
about bacteria, whereas at the present time 560 species 
had been searched out, and this was solely due to the 
influence of Pasteur. Dealing with fungi, the lecturer 
observed that ringworm was caused by a fungus very like 
that which grows on jam. Mice were very subject to ring- 
worm, and it was quite possible for a cat which had been 
*‘ playing” with an infected mouse to communicate the 
disease to the first child who fondled it. Taken altogether, 
however, microbes were more friendly to the human system 
than otherwise, and we were dependent on them for the 
flavour of butter, cheese, game, tobacco, etc. They were 
so minute that 250,000,000 could be comfortably accommo- 
dated on a penny postage stamp, and they multiplied with 
almost ‘ncredible rapidity. 

They were to be found everywhere—in the air, in food, 
in books, and on coins. A halfpenny was found by one 
professor to be giving shelter to a strange collection, in- 
cluding several dangerous varieties ; while the specimens on 
a £1 Scottish bank-note were so numerous that he gave up 
counting. It was estimated that in health a human being 
took in by respiration 30,000 germs per day, or 100 millions 
ayear. Bacteria were the scavengers of nature, and were 
absolutely necessary for “the round of life.” In conclusion, 
the lecturer described the “ vicious” varieties, which he 
said only numbered about forty. The lecture was beautifully 
illustrated with lantern-slides. 


THE BUTTER TREE. 


THE African butter tree (Butyros permum FParik 
Kotschy) resembles much the oak. Its fruit is about the 
size of a plum, and contains a stone which furnishes a fatty 
substance, the so-called galam or shea butter. The 
negroes of the Soudan place the ripe fruits into deep holes 
in the ground, where they soon lose their flesh through 
putrefaction. They then dry and roast the stones over a 
moderate fire, and crush them into a doughy paste. The 
fatty substance obtained by boiling this paste in water is 
shaped into loaves and wrapped in leaves. The galam 
butter has a peculiar odour. It, however, may be removed 
by pouring some cold water into the melting butter. This 
butter has the advantage of keeping fresh for a long time 
without turning rancid. 




















ARTIFICIAL MILK. 

W. J. Cook, of Chicago, says he can make artificial 
milk. He does this by means of a combination of 
chemicals. The product is said to look like milk, to taste 
like it, and to have the nutritive qualities of the genuine 
article. Besides penetrating the mysteries of the lacteal 
fluid which has for so many centuries nurtured man in the 
infant age, Mr. Cook further makes the startling statement 
that cows were never intended by the divine economy to be 
milk producers, but merely beasts of burden. He experi- 
mented with two glasses of milk. In one was the natural 
staple, and the other contained the composition. They 
were permitted to stand in an ice box, and were produced 
after a stipulated time. It was found that the artificial milk - 
had twice the amount of cream on its surface than that 
having been provided by natural means. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES AND MARGARINE 
PROSECUTION. 


FREDERICK PERRY, grocer, 86, Portway Road, was 
charged at Wednesbury, on February rst, with having had 
in his possession four weights which were. unjust, with 
having sold margarine without putting it ina proper wrapper, 
and with having exposed margarine without properly 
labelling it—Mr. Van Tromp proved the charges, and said 
he bought two samples, one of which contained 3 per cent. 
of butter and the other 1 per cent.—The defence was that 
the defendant had been a journeyman baker until about six 
weeks ago, when he took to the business. in Holyhead 
Road, putting his wife in charge of the shop, and he attend- 
ing to a bakehouse. The label, in the course of cleaning 
the shop, had got put behind the margarine.; the weights 
would have been sent to be tested on the ‘Tuesday after the 
inspector’s visit—The stipendiary fined the defendant 
2s. 6d. and costs in respect of the weights, and 4os. and 
costs for exposing the margarine. without a label, and 
directed the other summons to be dismissed on payment of 
costs.—-The fines and costs amounted to £4 5s. 6d. 


BEVERAGES OF THE CELESTIAL KINGDOM. 


Ir is said that a converted drunkard is apt to go to the 
other extreme, and such seems to have been the case with 
an emperor of China of the Chan dynasty. 

As far back as two thousand years B.c., wine of various 
kinds was known and drunk in the Celestial kingdom in large 
quantities. But one morning, after a prolonged spree, the 
emperor woke up with a badly enlarged head, and decided 
to not only “swear off” himself, but to make everybody 
else cease drinking under penalty of being “sliced” to 
death. He also decreed the immediate destruction of all 
wine cellars, distilleries, and saloons. Thereupon wine- 
drinking became unfashionable, and has not even yet 
regained its former popularity. 

During the last half century port, sherry, and whisky 
have obtained recognition, but they are considered as food, 
and are only taken with or at meals. 

Among the native beverages is shoasing, a light 
brownish mixture, whose flavour suggests a hickory nut. It 
is served at all State banquets, and also at private dinners. 
When cold it is cloudy; when warm it grows clear, and 
emits a peculiar but pleasant aroma. 

What shoasing is to the higher classes, sam-shui is to the 
masses. It is made from rice, and is its triple distillate. Old 
sam-shui is very expensive, and tastes like old sherry. 

Koa-ling is made from Mongolian millet, and somewhat 
resembles rye whisky. It is used extensively in making 
liqueurs. Of these ung-ka-peh or wor-shi-pi is the best 
known, and tastes like a cross between yellow chartreuse 
and benedictine. It is sweetish and aromatic in flavour, and 
is highly esteemed as an appetiser. 

The drinks made from melons and other fermented 


_ blood, and irritation of the nervous system. 
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fruit juices and flower wine, made by steeping petals or 
eaves. Geranium wine is a villainous compound, and bay- 
leaf wine is like a poor quality of the bay rum that barbers 
use. There are an almost endless number of drinks, about 
two thousand distinct varieties, and yet there is compara- 
tively no drunkenness. 


PURE MILK AND MILK PRESERVATIVES.—IlII. 
By Dr. W. Witurams. (Concluded). 


A very important dairy company in London wrote to mea 
few days ago thus: ‘We do not use boric acid or any 
preservative in milk, and it is quite unnecessa’y in London 
if the milk be properly cooled after milking. We have no 
trouble, either summer or winter, in delivering milk in a 
perfectly sweet condition twelve hours after cooling.” 
In France the use of chemicals as preservatives of food 
is prohibited absolutely. Germany has also legislated 
against it. Italy, Spain, and, I believe, Portugal, Brazil, 
and many of the small American States have done likewise. 
Some of the largest milk supply companies in London and 
the provinces entirely forbid it, thus showing that there is 
no absolute necessity for its use. It may be said, and with 
truth, that the addition of borax or boric acid will tend to 
prevent the formation in milk of the poisons which may be 
produced by bacterial decomposition. But, at the same 
time, if dairymen are allowed to add borax or boric acid at 
their own free will, they will be under the temptation of 
keeping milk longer than they would otherwise do, and thus 
the public will in the end run the double danger of boric 
acid plus decomposing milk. Dr. Alfred Hill, Medical 
Officer of Health for Birmingham, in his annual report for 
1890, writes: ‘One of the most dangerous points about the 
use of preservatives appears to me to be that they enable 
milk to be sold as fresh which has actually begun to turn 
sour, but not enough to be readily detected by the taste, 
though sufficiently so to prove injurious to health, particu- 
larly to that of children. They also induce a carelessness 
about the thorough cleanliness of the dairy vessels.” 
Scrupulous cleanliness should always be observed in the 
handling and distributing of milk, and it appears to me 
that, in addition to this, the only legitimate methods for its 
preservation are those of refrigeration, boiling, and sterilisa- 
tion, whereby nothing is introduced that alters its quality. 
My opinion is that preservatives are unnecessary. (2.) Is 
continued ingestion of even small quantities of boric pre- 
servatives injurious to health? As far as large doses of 
borax and boric acid are concerned, the prevailing opinion 


. among medical men of authority is that 


THEY ARE INJURIOUS. 


It appears from Kobert’s’ Lehrduch der Intoxikationen 
that cases of slight poisoning have occurred, and occasion- 
ally death. The symptoms appear to be due to the 
irritation of the gastro-intestinal canal, decomposition of the 
Large doses 
appear to cause diarrhoea, wasting, weakness of the muscles 
of the heart, and purpura on the skin. According to Pro- 
fessor Mattern, eight grains of boric acid given daily to dogs 
made them unwell in a few days, causing diarrhoea and 
other symptoms of disturbed digestion. Férster is of 
opinion that even small doses of it are injurious to digestion. 
It has been shown by Schlanker that eight grains and up- 
wards daily added to human food affected the absorption of 


’ the nutritive portions of the food. Several authors have said 


that 4o to 60 grains of borax might be taken for several 
months without causing any disagreeable symptoms ; but 
other observers saw symptoms of poisoning from these doses 
in man in the course of a few days. It was the opinion of 
Sir Andrew Clarke that many diseases, the origin of which 
doctors were unable to trace, were attributable to these and 
other antiseptics, and he considered that such compounds 
may become destructive to health when taken in small 
doses and continued over long periods. Sir Henry 
Thompson’s opinion was that boric acid in full doses 
is an irritant to the digestive organs, but that it was 











doubtful if the small doses added to milk would 
be injurious to adults; children, however, are much 
more liable to injury by such small doses. Dr. Lauder 
Brunton regarded the question as a difficult one, though boric 
acid is known to be a poison in large doses and has been 
found injurious when added to articles of food. In the 


-Report of the Local Government Board, 1890-91, it is 


stated: ‘There is no doubt that boric acid, if taken in 
large quantities, would be injurious to health, but we have 
not sufficient information to show whether such minute 
amounts as are generally added as preservatives could be 
regarded as having that effect, and more exact information 
is wanted before it can be decided whether a process which 
prima facie may be regarded as intended to prevent the loss 
of valuable food must be held to be prohibited by law.” 
The Select Committee on Food Products Adulteration, 
which drew up a report in July, 1896, did not offer any 
pronouncement upon the injuriousness or otherwise of food 
preservatives. The Committee were content to refer such 
matters to a Court of Reference of experts, the creation of 
which they were led to recommend, for they considered the 
matter one which deserved further investigation by recog- 
nised scientific authorities with a view to an expression of 
an opinion that would be regarded as authoritative. From 
the opinions of medical men of recognised authority, ex- 
pressed in answer to inquiries made by the ‘‘ Lancet Special 
Commission on the Use of Antiseptics in Food, January, 
1897,” it would appear that they are all agreed—1. That 
large doses of boric acid, etc., are injurious. 2. That our 
present knowledge of the physiological action of these 
drugs in small doses is not definite enough to enable a 
decisive opinion to be given as to injury to health, but that 
their continued ingestion—even in small doses—is un- 
desirable, and might prove injurious to health. 3. That 
the daily and habitual consumption of these substances in 
articles of food by individuals of all ages, including infants 

and invalids is : 


A MOST UNDESIRABLE PRACTICE. 


4. That when made use of, a full description of their 
nature and quantity should be declared. 5. That boric 
acid should not be administered to children except under 
medical advice, for it is a drug whose continued use it is im- 
possible to say is free from danger. 6. That none of these 
substances is a food, or a natural constituent of food; 
neither do they enter into the formation of any part of the 
human body. On the other hand, they are drugs used in 
medicine for definite purposes. The English law, as it 
stands at present, is very indefinite as regards these im- 
portant questions. The aim of further legislation should be 
to forbid the practice altogether, or else, recognising the 
necessity of these preservatives, place them under rigid 
control. It is highly undesirable and wrong that the use 
of drugs as food preservatives should be left in the hands 
of those who have no knowledge whatever of the 
nature of drugs. The question should be settled 
entirely on the evidence of medical men of recognised 
authority. There can be no doubt that the principle is 
utterly bad, and the practice of drugging the people 
promiscuously and without their knowledge, and by in- 
competent persons, when they are in good health, is very 
dangerous. To summarise, I am of opinion that the 
addition of boric acid and boric preservatives to milk is 
unnecessary, undesirable, and unjustifiable, for they are 
drugs whose continued ingestion it is impossible to say are 
free from danger. I have brought before you the subject 
of “Pure Milk and its Adulteration” for the following 
reasons: 1. I consider it has a great influence on the 
public health, especially of children and invalids. 2. It is 
a subject which is rarely brought before Medical Officers of 
Health unless they happen to hold the positions of Public 
Analysts as well. 3. Its possible influence for evil being 
less apparent, it is therefore less appreciated than many 
other dangers to health. It will be well if the Govern- 
ment sees fit to devote at an early date the requisite 
attention to this question and the entire matter of the 
food supply, and all things therewith connected. 
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YEAST ANALYSIS. 
WE have from time to time (says the British Baker) 


directed the attention of our readers to the fact that the 
Paris master bakers are in the enjoyment of a complete 


laboratory, superintended by an eminent and _ practical 


chemist, M. Marcel Arpia. In a report which he has sub- 
mitted recently, he gives the results of an analysis which he 
These 
results may be of considerable interest to our technical 
students, and we therefore append a translation of his 
report. For some time a certain number of members of the 
Associaiion expressed a request to have analysed some of 
the yeast manufactured at Rueil, and sold under the name 
of “ Yeast for the French Bakers,” in order to compare its 
chemical and biological characters with those of other 
yeasts usually employed at Paris. 
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To meet this desire, he says, I have submitted to analysis 
the Rueil yeast, and compared it with two types of yeasts 
which possess a fair title to present the best qualities from 
their employment in panification. 

The chemical analysis is a very simple thing to execute, 
the processes generally employed giving good results; but 
upon these results it is necessary to remark that it is an im- 
possible thing to deduct conclusions upon the value of the 
yeast in baking. The chemical analysis gives the chemical 
composition, that is all; it was therefore necessary to sub- 
mit the samples to another examination, in order to test 
their powers of fermentation. This was the most interest- 
ing point, but also the most delicate one. 

After having attempted in vain to resolve the question 
by employing the processes of Hayduck and Meissl, to 
quote only those usually employed, I have been able to 
employ a new method discovered by my distinguished col- 
league and friend, M. E. Portier, and myself, a method 
which will be later the object of a communication to the 
Academy of Sciences, and which we intend to publish after 
some preliminary experiments. 

We give successively the results obtained by the 
analysis and by the fermentation test. 

The chemical analysis gives the following composition : 











Yeast No. 1. Yeastof Rueil. Yeast No.2. 

Wateras.: wes nee 73°78 76°44 71°66 

Acidity (in sulphuric acid) 0°20 o'18 0°20 

Nitrogenous matters 12°03 1198 12°06 

Ashes ae ses Aer ahi 107 2°09 
Insoluble matters (cellulose, 

starchy matters, fatty matters) 11°78 10°33 13°99 

100°00 100°00 100°00 


The composition of these three yeasts is practically the 
same in acid and nitrogenous matters. ‘They differ a little 
as to the quantity of water. The yeast from Rueil gives 
less ashes. ; 

Then, examined under the microscope, yeast No. 1 and 
that of Rueil were free from all impurity of foreign bodies ; 
that marked No. 2 contained more starch in an appreciable 
quantity. 

Except in these small differences and in this last par- 
ticular, it may be stated that the three yeasts are very 
similar. 

The determination of the fermenting powers has been 
made with a portion of the yeast which was twenty-four 
hours old ; another part was made upon the same samples 
five days later, and consequently after it had been manu- 
factured six days. 

The trials were made upon determined weights of yeast, 
The constituents were kneaded and 
placed to ferment under similar conditions as to time and 
temperature. 

The volume of carbonic acid given off was measured 
first at the end of two hours, then every half-hour during 
eight consecutive hours. It was the amount of this volume 


| which indicated the fermenting powers of the yeast. 


The numbers which are contained in the following 
table show the process of fermentation in each of the 


samples : 
YEAST OF 24 HOURS. YEAST OF 6 DAYS, 


Cent Cubes d’acide Carbonique. Cent Cubes d’acide Carbonique, 











Og ae ge pee ae rere Ee bie CG 

Hours. No.1. Rueil No. 2. No. 1. Rueil. No. 2. 
2. 97 7° 23 66 45 4 
2.30 64 58 29 63 52 16 
ie 61 62 35 gl 76 40 
3.30 58 65 45 83 85 57 
4. 50 62 62 59 76 61 
4.30 41 59 57 39 62 64 
5. 24 34 52 25 31 58 
5-30 18 21 49 22 20 56 
6. 15 19 45 18 20 52 
6.30 13 19 43 16 16 2 
as fe) 15 35 15 15 ait 
7.30 8 14 25 17 16 20 
8. 6 14 17 nr I4 15 
405 492 517 529528 496 
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An examination of these figures shows that the yeast 
No. 1 has given the maximum of carbonic acid (97) at the 
end of two hours, that the volume given off was maintained 
until three and a-half hours, and that it rapidly diminished, 
so that it became imperceptible at the end of seven and a- 
half hours. 

Yeast No. 2, on the contrary, gave off its carbonic acid 
very slowly. It arrived at its maximum (62) at the end of 
four hours, when again that maximum was much inferior to 
that of yeast No. 1; then it decreased slowly from the fifth 
hour. 

The yeast of Rueil finds its level between the two former 
samples. It took its maximum (70) at the end of two hours, 
and kept it for a longer time than the others, until four and 
a half hours before it commenced its decreasing state. 

At the end of eight hours the numbers were different. 
As we will see, however, the yeast of Rueil still kept its 
middle position. 

On reference to table No. 2 it will be seen that the pro- 
cess of fermentation is nearly equal, except that the maxi- 
mum is only attained at the end of three hours in yeast No. 
1, at the end of four and a half hours for yeast No. 2; the 
yeast of Rueil is very perceptibly maintained. All the three 
have less vigour, therefore the total amount given off is 
more considerable, which is easily explained, the samples 
having lost their humidity. 

It is therefore seen that, considered from the point of 
view of the total carbonic acid given off, these yeasts are 
very similar, but they differ essentially in the time when they 
give off the greatest part of this gas. 

In yeast No. 1 the action is sharp ; in yeast No. 2 the 
action, on the contrary, is slow; in the yeast of Rueil the 
action, although very quick at first, is maintained longer 
than in the other two samples. 

If one holds that the more the yeast gives off carbonic 
acid, and the more it gives off slowly and regularly, that its 
qualities ought to be appreciated in baking, they will 
easily understand that the “ Yeast of French Baking,” 
will concede nothing to those samples with which it has 
been compared. 

In conclusion, I ought to add that at the end of six days 
the best preserved sample of yeast was that of Rueil 3 it was 
the only one which was_nearly completely free from mould 
and which had kept its fresh alcoholic odour, which is a 
characteristic of grain yeasts. 





THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 
THE CorNIsH ANALYST’s OPINION. 


THE report of Mr. Benedict Kitto, Public Analyst to the 
Cornwall County Council, shows that for the quarter ending 
December 25th last, he analysed sixty samples sent to him 
by the inspectors under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. 
Two persons were prosecuted and fined for selling milk with 
g and 7 per cent. added water, and four for offering 
spirituous liquors watered down beyond the limit fixed as 
the minimum strength. Mr. Kitto’s report continues: “It 
will be remembered that during the last session of Parliament 
a new Sale of Food and Drugs Bill was introduced, following 
the voluminous report of the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons on Food Products Adulteration, 
which had sat for three sessions, and got together a 
large mass of evidence bearing upon the matter, This 
report concluded with a summary of the results of the 
Committee’s deliberations, pointing out the directions in 
which in their opinion the existing Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts should be amended. I think it is admitted by all who 
have watched the working of the said Acts that amendments 
had become necessary. For some reason what appear to be 
some of the most essential recommendations of the Select 
Committee were entirely left out of the new Bill. I refer 
to such proposals as the following, made by the said 
Select Committee: ‘That it would facilitate the working 
of the laws as to the adulteration of foods and also serve the 
interests of traders if standards or definitions of food 
were promulgated by competent authority,’ and ‘That 





the fixing of food standards should receive the attention 
of a specially constituted scientific body, familiar 
with questions of analysis and the chemistry of food.’ 
Here I would like to remark that different decisions are 
come to by magistrates in different parts of the country 
upon the same question. 
teration in one place is not so regarded in another. I need 
only point out that in our own county a prosecution for sell- 
ing adulterated yeast was dismissed on the ground that 
yeast was not an article of food within the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, whereas in other places conviction and fines 
have followed similar prosecutions. Again, baking powder 
may be largely adulterated with alum without fear of punish- 





What is considered food adul- | 


ment, whereas if this subject is added to bread the seller of © 


such bread is liable to conviction and fine. There are many 
other anomalies which the Select Committee appear to have 


considered might be remedied by carrying out their recom- 


mendation, No. 19, w.: ‘That an authority should be 
constituted who should act as a Court of Reference upon 
scientific and other questions arising under the Act, and who 
should be empowered, at their discretion, to prescribe 
standards and limits of the quality and purity of food.’ Their 
recommendation further was that the proposed ‘Court of 
Reference should take the form of a Standing Departmental 
Committee, appointed by the Buard of Trade,’ and that 
‘such committee should include the principal officer of 
the Government Laboratory, nominees of 
Government Board and Board of Agriculture, one or more 
analysts of repute, and representatives of the General 
Medical Council, the Institute of Chemistry, and the 
Pharmaceutical Society. Other scientists whose services 
are available, and whose presence on the committee may 
be expected to lend weight to its decisions, should find 
places thereon.’ It was also suggested that ‘ Representa- 
tives of the trading and manufacturing community should 
also be included.’ | 
‘“The establishment of this Court of Reference to pre- 
scribe standards or definitions of food and limits of quality 
and purity, would, I venture to think, strike most persons 
as at least one of the most important recommendations 
of the Select Committee, but no mention whatever was 
made of such a Court of Reference in the Bill of last 
session. In any future Sale of Food and Drugs Bill that 
may be introduced into Parliament I cannot help thinking 
that this prominent recommendation of the Select Com- 
mittee arrived at after hearing and sifting such a very large 
mass of evidence upon the twenty years’ working of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act should be embodied. This 
appears to be the only way of solving the many grave 
difficulties which arise in the working of the Acts. Every 
public analyst has at present to decide what constitutes 
adulteration and what is injurious to health jn the articles 
submitted to him for analysis; for instance, how much 
copper may be added to peas, what quantity of water a 
sample of butter may fairly contain, or how much dirt must 
be found in pepper to constitute adulteration, while 
magistrates have to decide what does or does not constitute 
a food or drug. In such matters it appears to me that 


uniformity can only be arrived at by reference to some such 
authority as that mentioned.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 
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At Stafford, on February roth, Herbert Vibert, of the — 
Rose and Crown Inn, Market Street, was charged with — 


having sold rum and gin which were adulterated. Mr. C. 


J. Fisher appeared for the County Council, whose inspector — 


under the Food and Drugs Act had initiated the prosecu- 
tion. Mr. Willcock, of Wolverhampton, appeared for the 
defendant. The certificate of the county analyst was pro- 


duced, showing that the rum was adulterated to the extent 


of 14°3 per cent., and the gin 12°9 per cent. It was stated 


for the defence that defendant’s hydrometer had got out of © 


order, and that he had thereby been misled. The Bench — 


imposed a penalty of £2 and costs in the rum case, and 
At and costs in the gin case. 


; 


oa ie i. ae a <_- s 


at ay | ae oD ed 





] ‘February 19, 1898. FOOD AND SANITATION. 718 


that in two instances eight parts of water, and in the other 
cases ten and six parts of water respectively, had been 
added to every 100 parts of the poorest milk.—Dr. Manby, 
Assistant Medical Officer of Health, stated that the water 
which had been added to the milk had been contaminated 
by animal matter, and was very injurious.—Mr. J. T. 
Thompson defended, and called defendant’s son, who said 
he had had this particular milk under his observation from 
the time it left the cow to the time it was deposited at the 
station ez route for Lime Street. During that time nobody 
added water to the milk.—In reply to a question from the 
Stipendiary, witness admitted that he had rinsed the cans 
on the morning in question before the milk was despatched. 
He had got the water from a well close to the house. After 
slightly rinsing the cans, so as to remove the cream adhering 
to the bottom of the cans, he had emptied the liquid into 
the milk.—Mr. Stewart said this was as he had expected. 
He thought anyone who had heard the case would see the 
wisdom of the Health Committee of the Corporation taking 
action even where the smallest parts were concerned. The 
water in this case had evidently been contaminated by 
sewage, and it was a serious offence. In view, however, of 
the honest admission on the part of the defendant’s son, and 
the fact that there was no serious intention, he would 


At Chesterfield, Joseph Berresford was summoned for 
_ selling, at Tupton, on the 5th ult. to William Marples for 
the prosecutor, half-a-pint of gin, which was found to be 
_ 38°2 degrees under proof. Colonel Shortt said the gin was 
-38°2 degrees under proof, whereas the limit, according to 
the Act, was 35 degrees. William Marples corroborated 
Colonel Shortt’s statement, and said he paid rod. for the 
half-pint. Defendant: That is less than I pay for it. Mr. 
Shortt deposed to receiving the gin from the last witness, 
and having it analysed. Defendant said the gin had 
_ been in the keg some time. A fine of 5s. and costs was 
inflicted. / 
____ At Wolverhampton, on February 12th, the Manchester 
Brewery Company, of Ardwick, Manchester, were summoned 
_ for selling brandy which contained 6’9 per cent. of added 
_ water beyond the statutory limit ; and Peter Lewis, licensee 
_ of the “Crown and Anchor” Inn, Horseley Fields, was 
- summoned for a similar offence. For the defence, it was 
stated that the company had a certificate that when the 
_ brandy left their premises it was of the proper strength, and 
Lewis denied that he had adulterated it. The charge against 
_the company was dismissed, and Lewis was fined 4os. and 
costs, 


# ALLEGED SPIRIT ADULTERATION. 
AT Hastings, on February roth, Samuel Walker, of the 


i Jenny Lind, appeared to an adjourned summons for adultera- 


d 
~ 
2 
tf 
2 


% 


_ ting gin. The case was adjourned for the purpose of getting 
- an analysis from Somerset House. 


This analysis was now 
read, stating that the gin was sweetened, it was 35 under 
proof, and “not below legal limit.” Mr. B. F. Meadows 

Town Clerk) said the certificate from Somerset House was 
conclusive as to adulteration. He asked the Bench to consider 


_ that the article demanded was not supplied. The Inspector 
- told the barmaid he wanted unsweetened gin. 


If she had 


_ said they did not sell unsweetened probably the case would 


not have been heard of. 


_ of the public. 


iA 


Mr. Jones said that sugar was 
not put into the gin to adulterate it, but to satisfy the taste 

The Bench dismissed the case, and allowed 
23 guineas costs to the defendant. ; 


MILK. 
AT the Halifax Borough Court, on February 11th, before 


_Mr. J. Shoesmith and other magistrates, Levi Lumb, of 


supplying adulterated milk on the 18th and roth ult. 


Exley Hall Farm, was charged on two summonses with 
Mr. 
T. M. Tordoff, from the Town Clerk’s office, appeared to 
prosecute, and Mr. Garsed, of Elland, defended.—Inspector 
James Archbell, of the Sanitary Department, deposed that 
on the 18th ult. he visited the defendant’s cowsheds. The 
defendant and others were engaged in milking, there being 
about twenty head of cattle. Witness went to the stock- 
can, and asked for a pint of milk from it. The defendant 


reluctantly sold him the required quantity.—The certificate 
of the Borough Analyst (Mr. W. Ackroyd) showed that the 


sample contained 21 per cent. of added water. The 
defendant supplied the milk to vendors in the town, who 
fetched it night and morning from Exley Farm. On the day 
following witness again visited the defendant’s premises, and 


finding a small quantity of milk in the stock-can, he asked 


to be supplied with a pint, but the defendant declined to 
sell it except as “skimmed milk.”—Mr. Garsed, after a 
technical objection had been overruled, pleaded guilty.— 
The Inspector told the magistrates that the defendant’s cows 


were very well fed, and in excellent condition.—In the first 


case a fine of £45 and 16s. costs was imposed ; in the second 


case only the nominal penalty of 1s. and costs was imposed. 


At Liverpool, on February 9th, Thomas Hancock, a 
farmer, of Dunham Hill, was summoned for having adul- 
terated milk.—Inspector Baker deposed that on Sunday 
morning, the 23rd ult., he was at Lime Street station, and 
Saw the train arrive which brought milk from the defendant. 
Four cans arrived, labelled, ‘‘T. Hancock, Dunham, to S. 
M’Kevitt, Lime Street station.” He took a sample from 
each can, and sent them to the public analyst, who certified 


mitigate the penalty. On the first information defendant 
would be fined 4os. and costs, and gs. 6d. extra costs. The 
others he would allow to be withdrawn on payment of the 
analyst’s fee and costs of the summons. 


At Marylebone, David Hughes, milk and provision 
dealer, of 17, William Street, Marylebone, was fined 3os. 
with 12s. 6d. costs, on a summons issued against him by 
the Paddington Vestry, for selling milk which was adulterated 
with water to the extent of 37 per cent. It was pleaded 
for the defence, defendant’s boy had given way to betting 
and other bad habits, and according to his own admission 
had sold his master’s milk on his own account and made it 
up by adding water. 


PRISON FOR DISEASED MEAT. 


At Guildhall, London, Joseph Philip Green, of 
Bottisham, Cambridgeshire, was summoned for sending 
four pieces of beef which were diseased to the Central Meat 
Market, intending them for sale as human food.—Mr. 
Vickary (Assistant City Solicitor) prosecuted.—Dr. W. 
Sedgwick Saunders, medical officer of health, described the 
meat as being in an abominable condition. It was totally 
unfitfor human food, and the consumption of such meat 
would be attended with risk to health.—The inspector who 
seized the meat said it formed part of a cow which had 
apparently suffered from milk fever. He brought it before 
the presiding alderman, who condemned it.—An innkeeper, 
named Durham, said that the cow was originally ‘his 
property. It was taken queer after calving, and he called in 
advice, after which he had it slaughtered and dressed. On 
the Sunday after, he saw the defendant, a butcher, and told 
him that he had had to kill a cow because of milk fever. } 
The defendant said he would give him #5 for it, and he 
came and fetched it.—Cross-examined: The defendant 
offered to send it away in his name for witness, but he 
declined to have anything to do with it.—Henry Bitten, 
butcher, of Buswell, Cambridgeshire, deposed to killing the 
cow for the defendant on December 31st, and to dressing it. 
—The defendant: Do you think it was fit for food ?— 
Witness: I should not care about eating it myself.— 
Inspector Samson, of the Cambs. police, who served the 
condemnation order upon Green, said Green had told him 
that he had eaten some of the meat himself.—The de- 
fendant, in answer to the charge, said he thought the meat 
was fit for food.—In answer to the alderman, Inspector 
Samson said the defendant left Bottisham without leaving 
any address, and his goods were removed in a wrong name 
to Greenwich.—The alderman described it as a most serious 
case, and sentenced him to three months’ hard labour with- 
out the option of a fine. 
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MEAT. 
AYRSHIRE FARMER SEVERELY FINED. 

Art the Central Police Court, Glasgow, on February 11th, 
John Tannock, farmer, Lochmaid, Old Cumnock, was 
charged with having, on February 1, sent to Glasgow 
Market three-quarters of a cow that. was unsound and unfit 
for human food. He pleaded not guilty. 

Mr. Trotter, the Corporation V.S., and Inspector Young, 
of the Sanitary Department, said the carcase was diseased. 
In cross-examination by Mr. Wilson, respondent’s agent, Mr. 
Trotter said that the dislocation of the animal’s hip joint 
might have caused the fever from which the animal had 
been suffering before it died. The carcase was diseased all 
the same. 

Mr. Wilson also said that the accused had used part of 
the meat himself in his own household. 

Bailie Carsewell described the case as a very bad one. 
The accused must have known perfectly well that the meat 
was diseased. If he had had the slightest doubt about that 
he would have got the local butcher to kill the animal and 
sell it in the district. The half-farmer and half-butcher was 
avery dangerous class in country districts. They made 
Glasgow the dumping ground of diseased stuff, never think- 
ing of the death and disease they might scatter among the 
buyers of cheap meats—all for the paltry gain of a sovereign. 
They did not know what the result might be. In the hope 
that this might be a warning to others, he imposed a penalty 
of £10 or 21 days’ imprisonment. 

At Glasgow, on February 15th, Alexander Grahame, Little 
Garthland Farm, Locans, Stranraer, was charged with send- 
ing to Glasgow on the 1st February the carcases of two 
calves, which were unsound and unfit for human consump- 
tion He denied the charge. 

Inspector Thomas D. Young stated that, after finding 
the calves at College Station, he visited the farmer, who 
stated he had bought one from a Castle Kennedy farmer, 
and the other froma dairyman. Both had assured him, he 
said, that they were all right. One of the calves had died 
at calving, and the other had evidently been diseased. Both 
of the carcases were in a state of decomposition. 

Alexander M. Grotter, V.S., of the Sanitary Department, 
and Inspector Grotter gave corroborative evidence. 

The accused said he thought they were in good con- 
dition, and added that he had sent upwards of 5,200 
carcases to the Glasgow market. 

Bailie W. F. Anderson said that if the accused had sent 
5,200 carcases to the various markets he ought to be able 
by this time to judge what was a good carcase and what 
was not. All the carcases sent might not be bad, but it 
would not do for farmers to see how near the wind they 
could sail. He did not want to interfere at all with honest 
traders, but it was only by making a salutary example of 
people like accused, who would persist in sending doubtful 
carcases to such cities as Glasgow, that the public could be 
protected. He imposed a penalty of £10 or thirty days’ 
mprisonment. In future cases he would make the sentence 
jmprisonment without option. 


i 





MARGARINE. 


At Greenock, on February 11th, before Sheriff Begg, 
Annie Duncan, or Currie and Christina Duncan, were 
charged with having contravened the Margarine Act on 
January 13th. Mrs. Currie stated that what was exposed 
for sale by her was margarine which she bought at 8d. per 
pound and sold at rod. Christina Duncan, a niece of Mrs. 
Currie’s, said she was told to sell what was sold as margarine, 
and did so. It was not labelled as margarine in terms of 
the Act. The Sheriff imposed a fine of £2 on Christina 
Duncan and £1 on Mrs. Currie—Wm. Sclanders and 
Niven Darroch pleaded guilty to having, on January 13th, 
in premises at 33, Hamilton Street, sold a quantity of mar- 
garine not labelled in terms of the Margarine Act. The 
Fiscal stated that he was satisfied that if the regulations 
hung up in the shop had been attended to the result would 
have been to prevent the commission of the offence. 
Sclanders, therefore, was not to blame. Darroch was fined 
in £2, and Sclanders was dismissed, 

Isaac PRICE, carrying on business at 61, Shirland Road, 
was charged at Marylebone with selling as butter an article 
containing 83 per cent. of margarine.-—The defendant 
urged that it was a pure mistake on his part, he served from 
the wrong tub.—He was fined ros. with res. 6d. costs. 


BUTTER. 


At Liverpool, on February 8th, Messrs. Cochrane Bros., - 


grocers and provision dealers, who have several shops in 
Liverpool, and at 154, Rawson-road, Seaforth, were charged 
by District Superintendent Cross, of the county police, with 
having sold as butter a substance which was not of the 
nature of the article demanded, and for which one of his 
officers paid one shilling for a pound. Mr. Rudd, solici- 
tor, defended, and Superintendent Cross appeared to pro- 
secute. ‘The police analyst certified that there was 20°33 
per cent. of water in the sample in question, 
while Messrs. Davies and Son, analysts for the defen- 
dants, certified that there was only 18°04 per cent. of 
water, and perfectly pure butter. Mr. Rudd told the pre- 
siding magistrate that the butter was bought as pure butter, 
and was sold as such, and that the defendants had a 
guarantee on receipted invoice. Supt. Cross urged that the 
guarantee of pure butter on the invoice, which was delivered 
to defendants through the post, was no guarantee whatever, 
but should have been obtained at the time of the purchase. 
Mr. Rudd objected, and said if their worships had any 
doubt in the matter he would ask for an adjournment 
in order to have the remaining sample sent to Somerset 
House, as defendants had no fear of the result, He 
further drew the attention of the bench to the fact that a 
good price had been paid for the butter, wz., 102s., per 
cwt., and it was retailed at rs. per lb., so that no attempt 
had been made to defraud the public, nor obtain a large 
profit. Mr. Robert Cochrane, one of the defendants, in 
cross-examination, said he had been in the grocery and 
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provision business fourteen years, and although samples had 
frequently been taken he had never been summoned under 
the Food and Drugs Act before, and that he bought the 
_ butter as pure butter, and still continued to believe it to be 
pure. The case was dismissed. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Aberavon, Thomas Phillips, grocer, Cwmavon, was 
fined £1 10s., including costs, for selling to Inspector 
Alexander Macdonald cotton-seed oil for olive oil. Defendant 
pleaded that he had bought it for olive oil. 


LINSEED OIL ADULTERATIONS. 

THE Judiciary Committee of the Massachusetts Legisla- 
ture have before them a bill to prevent the adulteration of 
linseed and flaxseed oils, or deception in their sale. J. R. 
Marble, of Worcester, came before the committee and sad 
he knew of people who mixed these oils with petroleum 
_ products and sold them as pure oils. He thought the bill 
ought to be enacted to prevent the practise. A real Adul- 
teration Act is necessary in England to prevent swindling 
in scores of articles such as this, which at the present time 
- do not come within the scope of the Adulteration Acts, 
being neither foods nor drugs. 


FOR GLUCOSE BEER. 

The new pure food laws which New Jersey is to be 
asked to adopt provide in general that any article containing 
a foreign substance shall bear the word “adulterated” on 
the package, or else a statement of the ingredients contained. 
The bills appear to be especially directed against the use of 
glucose, which has in recent years come into wide use in a 
great number of food products. 

It is provided for instance, that glucose shall not be used 
in the manufacture of confectionery, unless the product is 
branded “adulterated.” The bills further prohibit the 
mixing of glucose with molasses unless the mixed product 
shall be similarly marked and the proportions also stated, 
while the use of glucose in beer is prohibited altogether. 
As the brewing 


trade is one of the largest customers | 


of the glucose manufacturers this provision is regarded by | 


some as likely to imperil the passage of the measures as 
the brewers will not hesitate to tap a barrel or two in 
defence of their glucose-using rights. 


BORAGIC ACID AS A PRESERVATIVE. 

In answer to the argument that 10 to r5 grains may be 
innocent in itself, though not when applied constantly, it 
may be pointed out that small quantities have long been 
used for preserving butter, and, so far, the medical faculty 
have not been able to adduce any evidence that it acts in- 
juriously. | Were this otherwise, surely such evidence 
would have been brought to bear in the Pontypridd case. 
On the other hand, an excessive use of boracic acid ought 
undoubtedly to be discountenanced. 

Under these circumstances, cannot either the Society of 
Public Analysts, or Somerset House, determine by experi- 
ment what is the actual amount required to ensure pre- 
servation, under reasonableconditions, and thusfixa limit, for 
exceeding which magistrates can unhesitatingly convict, and 
vice versa? Adopting this course need not prevent the 
limit being reduced if medical evidence subsequently proves 
that the use of the maximum amount fixed on really does 
injure health.— Chemical Trade Journal. 


LIME-FRUIT JUICE. 

THE JVetherton has just arrived in the Mersey with 
the first consignment of lime-fruit juice for this year from 
the celebrated island of Montserrat, consisting of nearly 
40,000 gallons. This juice, owing to its superior flavour 
and other propertics, takes the lead in this popular beverage, 
and is the one specially selected by the Government for the 
Navy, as the standard of purity in lime juice. 


| employed.’ 











THE SALMON AND APPRENTICES’ MYTH. 


A SHORT time since we commented on the prevalence of 
the belief that apprentices’ indentures formerly contained a 
clause forbidding salmon for food on certain days of the 
week, says the Western Morning News. It was then shown, 
on the authority of Dr. T. N. Brushfield, that no indenture 
with this clause had ever been discovered, though rewards 
had been offered. A writerin the Datly Mail a few days 
ago, in an article on Christchurch, Hants, said ; —‘‘ An 
Augustinian priory was always built near a river, so that fish 
might be procurable for fast days, and this motive for selec- 
tion of a site is especially noticeable at Christchurch, where 
even to-day, in the indentures of apprentices, it is expressly 
laid down that no master shall compel anyone to eat salmon 
more than twice a week.” Referring once more to Dr. 
Brushfield’s pamphlet, the writer finds the following :— 
“Mr. B. Ferrey affirms the clause to have been common in 
Christchurch, Hants, and says ‘I am not at this moment 
able to get access to the documents in the Corporation chest 
of the town, but I will endeavour shortly to obtain an 
extract from one of the indentures, with the exact words 
This was written in 1865, but the ‘extract’ has 
yet to be published.” Dr. Brushfield also quotes Mr. J. R. 
Chanter, who examined Barnstaple apprentices’ indentures 
in the town records, between 1600 and 1700, but no trace 
of the salmon clause could be found. Does the writer 
referred to really know of the existence of the clause, or has 
he, like so many more, been misled by tradition ? 


EARTH-NUTS AND CHOCOLATE. 


Ir is stated that recently earth-nuts have been employed 
for adulterating chocolate on the Continent. Fortunately, 
however, the presence of arachis—or earth-nuts—in choco- 
late may be detected microscopically by the large starch 


| grcins (with nucleus) visible in aqueous or glygerin prepara- 


tions, and by the cells with decided internal markings 
discernible in chloral preparations. Belgian chocolate is 
perhaps the most likely to be adulterated with earth-nuts, 
and attention was called to this by A. Bilteryst in a paper 
read before the Association Belge des Chimistes. If any of 
our readers care to consult this paper, they will find it in the 


| Bulletin de l Association, No. 10 (12), pp. 447-452. 


THE COLOURING OF PRESERVED GREEN PEAS. 


THE Produce Section of the Manchester Chamber of 
Commence have under consideration a communication from 
the London Chamber of Commerce, asking for the support 
of the Manchester Chamber to a proposal made by 
London, that the quantity of sulphate of copper which 
would be non-injurious to health and permissible in the 
preparation of preserved green peas should be authorita- 
tively determined by a commission of inquiry, and that 
local authorities should receive instructions not to prosecute 
in cases where an analysis showed that the limit was found 
not to be exceeded. The Section has expressed the 
opinion that there is no necessity for an inquiry by com- 
mission, because the matter would probably be dealt with 
in the coming session of Parliament in the Bill contem- 
plated by the Government on the lines recommended in 
the report of the Select Committee on Food Products 
Adulteration, 1896, which suggests the establishment of a 
Court of Reference to decide all such questions as this. 





LICENSED SWINDLING. 


THE falsification of wine, for many years a growing 
industry in Germany, now is to be made a legalized industry 
as well. The product is to be known under the name of 
“ Kunstwein.” The Government is to get a tax of twenty 
marks for each hectolitre, and the stuff, properly labelled, is 
to be sold openly.—Liguor Trades Review. 
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A FILTHY PRACTICE: RINSINGS FROM GLASSES. 


At South West London, Mr. Dennis, counsel to the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, appeared to prosecute 
several publicans for diluting beer.—A Battersea trader was 
summoned for dilution to the extent of four gallons to 
thirty-six of beer —Mr. G. F. Bell, who defended, said the 
dilution was not water but waste.—Mr. Dennis: That 
makes it worse, because the waste may consist of rinsings 
from the glasses.—The magistrates inflicted a fine of £10 
and costs.—The proprietors of another house were sum- 
moned for diluting beer to the extent of four gallons of 
water to thirty-six of beer.—Mr. Maitland, solicitor (Messrs. 
Maitlands, Peckham, and Co.) for the defendants, said the 
latter, although the owners of the house, had nothing to do 
with the management of it. Still they could not avoid 
responsibility.—The magistrates fined them £20 and costs. 
—The landlord of a Clapham tavern was summoned for 
diluting beer to the extent of six gallons of waste to thirty- 
six gallons of beer.—Mr. Gibson, solicitor, said his client 
was ill at the time of the alleged offence, and could not be 
held really responsible for the acts of his servants.—The 
magistrate inflicted a penalty of £10 and costs. 


A DISINFECTED NEWSPAPER. 


THE scare caused by the outbreak of small-pox in 
Middlesbrough has been cleverly diverted from the MVorth- 
Eastern Daily Gazette, which has a certified circulation of 
60,000. The publisher has arranged to have every copy of 
the paper disinfected as long as the epidemic lasts. He has 
thus converted the daily issue into an agency for the wide- 
spread distribution of disinfecting influences, and for the 
provision to all the readers of the means of safeguarding the 
home and the person. 


INFANT MORTALITY AND INFANT FEEDING. 


Dr. A. T. SCHOFIELD, in dealing with the subject of 
the great mortality among the infants of the poor, says that 
people need to be told how to feed their infants. They do 
not know that to ‘‘feed” infants on any corn flour or 
bread before they are six months old is not to feed them, 
but to kill them. Nothing besides milk should be given 
to them. Children die, he says, because their parents do 
not know how to feed them, and the ignorance that exists 
on that subject is inconceivable. It is a reproach to 
England that infant mortality should be as high as it 
now is. 


WARWICKSHIRE AGRICULTURISTS ASK FOR 
ADULTERATION LEGISLATION. 


THE Warwickshire Chamber of Agriculture had a meet- 
ing, at which Mr. McMillan moved : ‘That this meeting 
expresses its great regret that the Bill dealing with the 
adulteration of food, introduced during the last session of 
Parliament, did not deal with the subject of mixing mar- 
garine with butter, the prevention of the importation of 
adulterated butter, and the establishment of standards of 
‘purity in food; and earnestly hopes that special attention 
will be given to this and other imporiant recommendations 
in the report of the Select Parliamentary Committee in any 
future Bill.” Mr. McMillan said -that cOmparatively few 
retailers were proceeded against. Many in London and 
other large places did an enormous business, and the fines 
that might occasionally be inflicted were soon recouped by 
the continued sale of adulterated butter. What was felt 
strongly was that imprisonment should follow, say, the 
second fine. Mr. Ramsden said they already had laws 
which could be put into force very strongly, and in War- 
wickshire there were many prosecutions of the kind. Mr. 
Blackham said they found great difficulty in taking adul- 
terated samples with local inspectors. It was known what 
they wanted the samples for, and when they were ac- 
quainted with the retailer the latter saw they had a 
proper sample. Lord Leigh seconded the resolution, which 
was carried. 
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THE INDIAN BUTTER TRADE. , 


Inp1a has lately taken to making butter for export. 
Indian butter has already replaced to a certain extent 
imported European butter, not only in India, but in Ceylon, 
Aden, China, Japan and Africa, simply because the latter 
melts into a substance like ghee, and the former remains 
comparatively firm in the hot Eastern climates. The 
melting point of Indian butter is far higher than that of 
European Butters, and consequently it is well adapted for 
hot countries. Its keeping quality, however, is not SO. 
great, nor is its favour all that is desirable. But there is 


no reason why it should not attain both qualities. If _ 


India only keeps pace with Denmark, Sweden, Holland, 
and Normandy, in the use of the latest improved machines 
and methods of treating milk and making butter, there is 
every possibility of her monopolising the butter trade of 
Western countries. As regards European countries, Indian 
butter, for the table, cannot compete with European, 
Canadian, and Australian prime butters. The latter readily 
melt in the mouth, and the former, its melting point being 
high and the climate cold, does not melt so soon, and sticks 
to the palate. It can, however, be used as second-class 
butter, and instead of margarine, and also as kitchen 
butter. But the cheap wholesale’ rate at which the latter 
are sold in England (from 4d. to 6d. a pound) debars India 
from competing with them until she is in a postion to 
produce cheaper butter than at present. 





DISEASED AND UNWHOLESOME MEAT.- 


Tue following notes are written with the view of 
drawing the attention of general practitioners to the subject 
of meat in its relation to disease. I have drawn upon my 
personal experience whenever I have been able to do so, 
but lay no claim to originality in either matter or treatment. 
In the following table good meat is broadly distinguished 
from bad, but it must be understood that the goodness 
here is simply that of meat the healthy nutrition of which 
has not been impaired, while the badness is that of the 
exact converse. Beef is the flesh especially described, but 
the standard may be applied to other flesh with slight 


variations : 


BEEF, 
“ Good” Meat. “ Bad” Meat. 
COLOUR, 
Bright red, “marbled ’’ with Dusky red or pale, or both; 


brownish or discoloured patches ; 
or may be even greenish if putre- 
factive. 

Hzemorrhagic spots frequent, 


with fat. 


No hemorrhagic spots. 
FAT. 
Firm, whitish, with tinge of 
yellow. Not bloodstained. 


Soft, unset, as a rule yellow, 
and often stained or studded with 
hzemorrhagic spots. 


Containing no jelly or watery May contain jelly or watery 


juice. juice. 
SMELL, 
Fresh and not unpleasant. Sickly, offensive, or of drugs. 
TO TOUCH. 
Firm and elastic. Not wet or Soft, easily torn, wet or sticky. 


sticky. No pitting or crackling Pitting on pressure. 


on pressure. 

JUICE, 

Bright red in colour ; sweet 
and fresh to smell. 


Dark in colour, or very pale, 
with bad odour. 
TASTE. 


Pleasant. Absent, or unpleasant, 


Horse-flesh is a dark purple colour, has a peculiar sickly 
odour, and is not “marbled” with fat; the muscular fibres 
are much coarser, and the fat a greasy yellow. 

Calf-flesh is paler, and not so firm to the touch as beef- 
flesh, 

The flesh of a pig is also paler and less firm, and the 
fat softer than that of the beast. 

Good mutton is in colour a duller red, is firm, and has 


| a hard, white fat. 


I shall now proceed to describe in detail some of the 
special causes of unwholesomeness in butchers’ meat. 
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Tubercle is the most important and the most common 
of the diseases of animals, and is therefore considered first 
and separately. So common is it among animals the flesh 
of which comes under the head of butchers’ meat, that I 
‘should say quite seventy-five per cent. of all meat “ seized ” 
under the Public Health Acts is condemned on account of 
it. It is found most frequently in the lungs, pleura, 
lymphatic glands, liver, peritoneum, omental fat, and 
kidneys, in the order named. Seldom, if ever, is a case of 
‘tubercle found in which the lungs are not affected, but it 
has been estimated by McFadyean that only three per cent. 
_ of beasts suffering from tubercle have that disease affecting 
the udder. Oxen, swine, and sheep suffer most frequently 
_ in the order named. 

The disease usually shows itself in the form of nodules 
or caseous masses, varying in size from that of a pin’s head 
to an orange, in the lungs, the liver, kidneys, and lymphatics ; 
but the peritoneum and pleura are generally studded with 
hard nodules, giving rise to the terms “grapes” and 
“pearls” in use among farmers and butchers. The 
nodules or knots are by some called ‘“ kernels,” but kernel 
is the name generally used by butchers for a lymphatic 
gland. Some caseous nodules are hard or calcareous, some 
softer and breaking down, and some are almost encapsuled 
and separated from the surrounding tissues. Calcareous 
particles are almost invariably present in the cheesy tubercle 
of cattle; among the latter also tubercle is much more 
prone to form hard calcareous masses than to break 
down. 

The flesh of animals suffering from advanced tubercle 
is most frequently thin and wasted, and has very little fat ; 
it is dark in colour, sets badly, and is often wet or even 
dropsical in places; the nutritious quality has without 
doubt greatly deteriorated—putting aside the fact that it 
may contain tubercle bacilli or spores—and should there- 
fore be condemned. _ On the other hand, I have seen, and 
not uncommonly, animals in good condition, fat and firm, 
and carrying plenty of flesh, that have had to be condemned 
after being slaughtered on account of generalised tubercu- 
losis; and in one case—in a beautiful beast—the deep 
inguinal glands were found to contain small caseous 
nodules in addition to generalised tubercle in chest and 
abdomen. It was impossible to tell during life that these 
animals were suffering from tuberculosis. From this it is 
clear that animals may suffer from generalised tuberculosis, 
either in the nodular or caseous form, and yet grow fat, 
when thereis no “breaking down” into pus; but when once 
the “breaking down” commences, then the condition of 
the animal begins to deteriorate. 

Dr. Woodhead in his evidence before the Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis declares the temperature in 
the centre of a cooked joint of over six pounds in weight 
seldom reaches 60° C., and goes on to say “ ordinary 
cooking, such as boiling, or more especially roasting, though 
quite sufficient to sterilise the surface and even the substance 
for a short distance from the surface of the joint, cannot be 
relied upon to sterilise tubercular material (and caseous 
matter) included in the centre of rolls of meat, especially 
when these are more than three or four pounds in weight. 
The least reliable method of cooking for this purpose is 
roasting before the fire; next comes roasting in an oven, 
and then boiling.” 

Now, it comes to this, by way of illustration: Given a 
leg of mutton or a round of beef rather undercooked with a 
caseous gland embedded somewhat deeply in the same, 
what amount of risk of infection is run in eating the flesh? 
Again, what risk is run when a medical man orders a child 
or adult raw—or nearly raw—meat juice, and such material 
is derived from a tuberculous animal? I can only answer 
that there is a very appreciable risk, and that this has been 
proved by direct experiment on the lower animals. 
Kastner obtained positive results by the injection into 
animals of the juice of confiscated flesh of tuberculous 
animals ; and Steinheil succeeded in transmitting tubercu- 
losis to guinea-pigs by administering the expressed juice 
from flesh in which no tubercle could be seen. 

That milk is a source of grave risk cannot be disputed. 

















The practical question, then, that we have to answer is 
this: Is there an actual risk of infection through the 
ingestion of uncooked or partially cooked flesh or milk of 
tuberculous-animals? The answer is undoubtedly in the 
affirtnative. 

The Jews are much more exempt from tubercle than 
any other race, and there is little doubt that much of this 
exemption is due to the great care exercised in the choice 
and dressing of their meat. The following two facts are 
worthy of note: In Copenhagen slaughter-houses, in 1890 to 
1893 inclusive, the percentage of tuberculous animals was 
17°7 for oxen and cows, 15°3 for swine, o*2 for calves, and 
0.0003 for sheep ; in the Berlin slaughter-houses in 1892--3 
the percentage was 151 for oxen and cows, 1°55 for swine, 
o'11 for calves, and o'004 for sheep; in Edinburgh of 300 
milch cows slaughtered in 1890 no less than forty 
per cent. (varying from twelve to eighty-three in one cow- 
house or another) were found to be tubercular: In 1895 
there were in England 7,389 deaths from tabes mesenterica, 
of which 3,855 were under the age of one year; 6,746 
from tubercular meningitis; 42,490 from phthisis; and 
6,084 from other forms of tubercle, making a total of 62,709. 
Without adding marasmus, bronchitis, diarrhoea, and pneu 
monia—some of which are undoubtadly tubercular—this is 
a tremendous total, almost the whole of which can be laid 
down to tubercle. 

Having answered—as I am certainly justified in doing 
—the question respecting the actual risk of eating tuber- 
culous meat aud drinking tuberculous milk in the 
affirmative, what a grave responsibility rests with the 
public authorities in dealing with the traffic in diseased 
or possibly diseased animals! What new importance 
attaches to the due administration of the Dairies and 
Cowsheds Orders and to the question of the establishment 
of public abattoirs ! 

Bad meat may owe its unwholesome quality to a variety 
of causes, and may in various ways answer to the description 
set forth at the beginning of this article. 

“‘ Discoloured ” or ‘‘ stained” flesh may be met with in 
any part or organ of the body, such as the heart, lymphatics, 
liver, muscles, pleura, peritoneum, etc., and is due to such 
diseases as advanced pleuro-pneumonia, septic, inflamma- 
tory (e.g., parturient) fever, swine fever, erysipelas, etc. On 
cutting through a muscle of a recently killed --previously 
supposed to be healthy—animal, it is not uncommon to see 
it of various hues of red, from pale to dark, showing most 
distinctly that changes have already taken place in such 
muscle. Then, again, the heart and endocardium, or 
kidney, may be distinctly bloodstained to some depth into 
their tissue. This is positive evidence of the animal having 
suffered from a septic disease, such as swine fever. 

“Unbled” (or only partially bled) meat, as I have 
already said, is of a dark red colour, sticky and soft to the 
touch, does not set well, and yields a thickish, sticky, and 
dark juice. This is the condition of things one would 
expect to find in animals that have died, or been drowned 
or suffocated. 

“Unbled,” “stained,” or “discoloured” meat, there- 
fore, is all to be condemned, whether it is fat, lean, or 
fairly nourished ; and why? Although such diseases as 
pleuro-pneumonia, septic, inflammatory, parturient, or swine 
fever may not be directly communicable to man, yet these 
fevers undoubtedly bring about such changes in the flesh 
as to render it a suitable medium for the growth of bacilli or 
the formation of ptomaines, and under such conditions 
this meat might become highly poisonous in the short space 
of a few hours. 

“ Unbled ” meat is often that of a diseased animal that 
has died before the butcher has had time to “ finish it off ;” 
in such a case it is possible the disease may be one readily 
communicable to men. But any ‘“unbled” meat soon 
decomposes, and in addition is one of the best media for 
the growth of bacilli, either pathogenic or non-pathogenic. 
The peculiar, and frequently evil, odour of such flesh is 
best observed on a skewer that has been plunged deeply 
into its substance. 

Pork, without any observable deleterious qualities, acts 
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on many people almost like a poison. This may be due to 
the more rapid decomposition of pig-flesh, and hence the 
early formation of ptomaines, or the growth of a special 
pathogenic bacillus as described by Klein in the Welbeck 
Disease in 1880. It is therefore essential that pig-flesh 
should be more carefully watched than any other kind of 
meat. 

At Welbeck, in 1880, seventy-two persons were 
extremely ill, and four died, after eating some boiled ham. 
At Middleburgh, Holland, in 1887, 256 soldiers and thirty- 
six citizens were taken ill after eating meat from a cow 
killed whilst suffering from puerperal fever. Gartner 
records a large number of cases of persons who were 
poisoned by eating the flesh of a cow that had suffered for 
two days from diarrhcea. The symptoms of ptomaine 
posioning are well known; briefly they are: gastro- 
intestinal irritation, nausea, vomiting, pain in epigastrium, 
and diarrhcea, which may be almost choleraic, followed by 
collapse, and often death. 

““Emaciated” meat, from whatever cause, either disease 
or old age, is innutritious, and therefore not of the “ nature 
and quality demanded by the purchaser.” Such meat 
should certainly be condemned, and it should be re- 
membered by the public that there is always danger of 
poisoning in eating such meat, however well cooked or 
** seasoned ” it may be. 

The chief symptoms of swine fever (also called “ hog 
cholera,” “typhoid of swine,” “ purples,” etc.) are diarrhoea 
and broncho-pneumonia, with extravasation of blood on the 
skin, chiefly behind the ears, on the limbs, on the under 
surface of the abdomen, and some few on the back ; after 
death these extravasations are found to exteud down 
through the skin and subcutaneous tissue to the muscle. 
Extravasations are also found in the lymphatics (lumbar 
chiefly), heart, and kidneys, and also sometimes in 
the muscles. As the case advances the _ bowels 
ulcerate. Up to the present time swine fever has 
not been known to affect human beings, and so 
in the very early stages it is advocated that the meat should 
be passed as fit for food. The flesh of pigs that have 
suffered for some time is pale, wet, flaccid, and has a peculiar 
odour. This must unquestionably be condemned. In the 
more advanced cases the blood often undergoes a change 
in colour, to a darker tint, and may become almost “ tarry.” 
This would naturally give the meat a darker, or even a 
purple, hue. 
fever to the Board of Agriculture, most of the carcasses of 
swine fever pigs are confiscated, but, in spite of all pre- 
cautions, many find their way into the “slink ” markets, and 
thence in all probability into the sausage machine. 

It would be as well, perhaps, before leaving this sub- 
ject, just to mention that the superficial burning of pig’s 
skin by lime in cattle trucks, and the so-called ‘“‘ diamonds,” 
must not be mistaken for the extravasation of swine fever. 
Careful examination by the professional eye will distinguish 
the burn in its early stages, and in the case of ‘‘ diamonds,” 
the history—of very sudden and general appearance—of 
the comparatively good health of the animal, and the char- 
acter of the patches, of varying colour and for the most 
part diamond-shaped, will generally be sufficient evidence 
on which to form a diagnosis. Of the exact nature of the 
disease “‘ diamonds” very little is known (except that it is 
due to a blood change), and the flesh must be judged on 
its merits. 

Parasitic diseases also must be considered. 

Liver fluke (Distoma hepaticum), commonly known as 
“‘rot in sheep,” is shaped like a fluke fish, from whence, no 
doubt, it gets its name, and measures from one to one-and- 
a-half inches in length, about half its length in breadth, 
and from one-sixteenth to one-eighth in thickness. It 
inhabits the bile-ducts, is commonest in sheep, but is also 
found in oxen. It causes blocking in the bile-ducts, 
destruction of the liver substance, and wasting of the liver, 
diarrhoea, jaundice, falling off of the hair, and general 
dropsy and emaciation. ‘The flesh has to be judged on its 
merits, but the liver must most certainly be condemned. 
The Scotch shepherds eat flukey liver and say it does 
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them no harm: unfortunately, there are not enough 
necropsies of these brave shepherds to confirm or refute 
their statements. ; 

Measles in pork ( Zenia solium) is due to the cysticercus 
cellulose being disseminated in the liver, muscles, con- 
nective tissue, brain, etc., but not in the fat. The 
cysts are on an average the size of a pea, and are 
noticeable during life beneath and on the sides of 
the tongue. Hooklets can be obtained from the cysts ; and 
some cysts may have undergone calcareous degeneration. 
Ali measly meat must be condemned, as this cysticercus is 
one of the two phases in the life of the senta solium, which 
latter is developed from it in man. 

Trichina spirals is a nematode that affects the muscles 
of pigs and other animals in the form of an ovoid cyst just 
visible to the naked eye. Its demonstration is made easier 
if a small portion of the muscle is first treated with liquor 
potassi, for the cyst then becomes more distinct, and the 
worm more easily seen with a magnifying glass. The 
miniature worm is coiled up in the cyst, and is about one- 
thirtieth inch long. This disease is transmissible to men, 
and all meat affected by it must be condemned. 

Strongylus filaria is a nematode found in the lungs of 
sheep and lambs, but is not a common affection in Eng- 
land. It isa slender worm, reddish-brown in colour, and 
about an inch long. It causes during life much bronchial 
irritation and a husky cough. The lungs (post mortem) 
show numerous small nodules throughout their substance, 
yellow in colour, about the size of a pin’s head—some 
hard and almost calcareous, others softer, and others again 
surrounded by a small quantity of thin pus. The worm is 
easily demonstrated under the microscope after squeezing 
one of these nodules on a cover-glass. This parasite is not 
known to affect any other organ than the lungs, and has 
not been found in man, so that the lungs must 
be condemned and the meat judged on its merits. The 
lungs of a sheep, recently seized and condemned by the 
Health Department in Nottingham, on account of extreme 
malnutrition, were found to be thickly studded in all parts 
with this nematode. 

Anthrax and actinomycosis are the only two other 
diseases I shall mention. 

Malignant pustule, splenic apoplexy, or splenic fever, 
was the cause of thirteen deaths of human beings in 
England during 1895—eleven males between the ages of 
ten and sixty-five, and two females between the ages of 
fifteen and forty-five. This disease is unconrmon, but at 
the same time rapidly fatal in all animals. The chief signs 
are: enlargement and congestion of the liver, spleen, 
kidneys, and lymphatics; the spleen is especially large, 
soft, and dark. Extravasations of blood are not infrequent. 

The bacillus of anthrax being pathogenic, and the spores 
very hard to destroy, it is absolutely essential that the flesh 
of animals suffering from this disease should be destroyed 
by fire. 

Ray-fungus, or actinomycosis, although not very 
common in England, is found in Norfolk and other parts ; 
it is also known by the names of “‘ wooden tongue,” “ lumpy 
jaw,” and chiefly affects oxen. It is generally found about 
the head and neck of the animal, and in most cases one 
side of the tongue and one ramus of the jaw are affected— 
hence its name. This fungus is pathogenic, and the spores 
are very resistant to heat, requiring, according to Wurtz, 
fourteen minutes’ boiling to destroy safely. 

There is no separate return of deaths from this disease 
by the Registrar-General, but I am of the opinion that it is 
of much more frequent occurrence than is generally 
supposed. It is desirable that every medical man should 
examine carefully the pus of any abscess (he cannot other- 
wise explain) for granules about the size of a millet seed 
and of a canary colour—those of the ray-fungus. 

In conclusion, I can only hope that these imperfect 
notes may interest some few who are interested in the sub- 
ject, but have not much time to devote to its study ; and I 
have to thank Dr. Boobbyer, of Nottingham, for the many 
facilities given me for inspecting condemned meat in that 
town.—T. Rosinson, in Zhe Quarterly Medical Journal. 
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HOW OUR FOOD IS ADULTERATED. 
A SCANDAL AND THE REMEDY. 
One of the most serious flaws in Mr. Chaplin’s Food 


_and Drugs Bill, says the Westminster Gazette, is the absence 


of any attempt to carry out the recommendation of the 
Select Committee that the definition of the word “ food” 
should be amended so as to include expressly all articles 
intended to enter into or to be used in the preparation or 
flavouring of food. 

This recommendation was made on the ground that 
articles such as baking powder have, by the wisdom of 
certain legal luminaries, been declared to be not articles of 
food, although they enter into food and are consumed as 
such. It follows that at present a baking powder, positively 
injurious to health, containing alum as one of its chief 
ingredients, may be sold with impunity. If an ill-advised 








baker use it to make a cake, and sell the cake, then he is 
liable to punishment, for the cake is food and is rendered 
injurious. But he or the grocer may sell the baking powder 
itself with full directions for using if and without any 
intimation that it contains anything harmful to health. 

The adoption in a new Act of the few words suggested 
by the Select Committee would bring the law into line 
with commonsense, and it is to be hoped that the Govern- 
ment will rectify the omission of them in their Bill before 
it is again presented. It would also be advantageous to 
extend the law to chewing gum, the demand for which 
appears to be growing in England. Paraffin wax is some- 
times used in the composition of this sweetmeat, and fatal 
results have been attributed to the swallowing of the com- 
pound by children. But so long as it is labelled “not to 
be eaten,” or “ for chewing only,” the gum remains outside 
the scope of the Food Acts, though the results of analyses 
have been positively startling. Out of eight samples 
taken in one county and analysed by Dr. Dyer, four con- 
tained from 15 to 23 per cent. of gutta-percha; while in 
the remaining four, paraffin wax existed in’ proportions 
ranging from 74 to 36 per cent. 

A question of great difficulty to the public analyst is the 
introduction of preservatives into articles of food. Ex- 
perts are of opinion that in some instances preservatives 
are either necessary or desirable, but they maintain that the 
indiscriminate use of drugs which may exercise appreciable 
and perhaps even serious physiological action should not be 
permitted. In other countries the use of preservative drugs 
like boracic and salicylic acids is placed under legal con- 
trol, and where preservatives are allowed the quantity to be 
used is subject to limitation. Nowadays we consume una- 
wares large quanties of preservatives. Milk, butter, bacon, 
hams, pork pies, sausages, herrings, and various beverages, 
both alcoholic and non-alcoholic, are preserved with boracic 
acid and salicylic acid, and there is no limitation as to 
the quantity that may be used, and no necessity for their 
declaration. 

The public analyst virtually has thrown upon him as an 
individual the onus of saying, if he reports the presence of 
a preservative, whether or not it is in quantity injurious to 
health. Although the analyst from his training has a 
knowledge of drugs, it is virtually impossible for him, if he 
pronounce an opinion on such a point, to maintain his 
position in view of the divergence in medical opinion, even 
if the latter be based upon the most meagre knowledge of 
the particular subject in question. The Select Committee 
suggested that this matter should form one of many 
others to be considered by a new Standing Court 
of Reference, the creation of which they strongly 
recommended. This Court, according to the views of 
the Select Committee, should take the form of a Standing 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of 
Trade, and composed of the chief chemical officer of the 
Government, nominees of the Local Government Board 
and Board of Agriculture, one or more analysts of repute, 
and representatives of the General Medical Council, the 
Institute of Chemistry, and the Pharmaceutical Society, 
together with representatives of the trading and manufactur- 
ing communities. It was suggested that the duties of this 
Committee should be to take evidence and make regulations, 
which, when ratified by a Secretary of State, should have for 
the time being the force of law. Such regulations would deal 
with the permissible limits of variation in the purity and 
quality of food, and, as well, with other matters of a kindred 
nature. In fact, the Report of the Select Committee bristles 
with suggestions as to subjects which call for discrimination 
and decision at the hands of the proposed authority. Yet, 
incredible though it may appear, the Bill wholly passes over 
this, which is really the chief of the Committee’s recom- 
mendations—a recommendation again and again insisted on 
in the Report, and cordially endorsed at public meetings 
and in deputations representing nearly every commercial, 
agricultural, and manufacturing interest concerned, as well 
as by the public analysts. Dr. Thorpe, the head of the 
Government laboratory, the officials of which are called 
upon to fulfil the responsible and often very difficult 
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task of acting as referees in disputed analyses, has 
clearly said that to him such a Standing Committee 
would be most welcome. The Government laboratory, 
of course, labours under the same difficulty as the 
public analysts in having no legalised standards or limits to 
guide it. At present there is no legal definition as to when 
milk is of the “nature, substance, or quality demanded.” 
If a man sells milk from an ailing or half-starved cow, pro- 
vided he can satisfy the magistrate that he has not actually 
watered or skimmed it, he is held blameless, though the fluid 
may be thin and unwholesome, and worse than moderately- 
watered milk. If a reasonable standard or limit of quality 
were fixed, the public analyst and the government analyst 
alike would be able to stop the sale of an enormous quantity 
of watered milk which they cannot at present condemn, 
because the watering is so adroitly adjusted that it is 
difficult to say that the milk may not be derived from an 
ill-fed cow. 

Make it legally “to the prejudice of the purchaser” to 
sell him milk containing less than a certain quantity of fat 
and other nutritive ingredients, and the matter is simple, as 
it rests on the actual quality of the milk, and not on the 
much more difficult inference that the seller has added 
water. 

A magistrate will naturally hesitate to convict a man of 
watering milk without clear and cogent evidence. But he 
would have no such compunction in fining a delinquent for 
selling equally poor milk obtained by keeping Dutch cows 
and feeding them on distillery wash, provided that a standard 
were fixed. With a legal standard much of the watering and 
adulteration with separated milk now practised would cease. 

The existing law, then, is notoriously inadequate, and 
if the Government think proper to introduce again in the 
coming session the Bill fathered by the President of the 
Local Government Board last year, it is to be hoped that 
the House of Commons will rise to a sense of its responsi- 
bilities and insist on the measure being so amended as to 
carry out the recommendation of the Select Committee. 
Mr. Chaplin delights in playing the part of ‘“ farmers’ 
friend,” but it is difficult to see how he can reconcile his 
professions with the Bill which bears his name. 

J. E. Woo.acortt. 


DISINFECTION. 


PopuLar ideas in regard to disinfection are entirely 
fallacious, the methods commonly adopted being useless, or 
worse than useless, by engendering a false sense of security. 
The preparation of germicidal solutions, culture media and 
reagents, antiseptic dressings, and sanitary appliances I claim 
to be the work of the intelligent pharmacist, without the 
smallest suspicion of endeavouring to usurp functions not 
properly pertaining to his legitimate duties. The chemist 
is popularly regarded as an authority on household disin- 
fection; if he is to be so in reality, surely he should be 
acquainted with the leading characteristics of disease germs. 
Our common experience is that whenever a contagious 
disease breaks out the householder goes to the chemist 
saying he has been advised to have a little of some disin- 
fectant in two or three saucers distributed on the bedroom 
floor. The shade of “Sairey Gamp ” still hovers round us ; 
one can only suppose those who are responsible for com- 


bating contagion on these lines imagine bacteria are like the | 


“ Gadarene swine,” furious to rush headlong to destruction 
in these inviting conveniences. 

It is useless to try to disinfect the air of a room where a 
patient is lying, but the floor, walls, ceiling, and furniture 
can be dealt with. As by far the greater number of bacteria 
must be on the floor, it is important to destroy them first, 
and not allow them to be stirred up into the air by those 
engaged in cleaning operations. The floor should be 
liberally sprinkled with sawdust mixed with 10 per cent. 
solution of carbolic acid or mercuric chloride 1 in 1,000. 
A fire should be lighted to cause the air to leave by way 
of the chimney, and all sweepings and désris should be 











burnt upon the spot. Clearly if any kind of material is 
swept up, carried through the house, and deposited in the 
dust-bin, all the conditions for spreading disease are 
being elaborated. Burning sulphur or using chlorine 
is probably nearly useless, unless everything has _ first 
been made damp by boiling away a quantity of 
water, and so filling the room with steam. The spraying of 
rooms with germicidal solutions is more frequently applied 
abroad, and is a more scientific method, the death of the 
organism being assured if brought in contact with the 
disinfecting solution. Hot air does not kill all organisms 
at any temperature that would not destroy most fabrics. 
Where steam is not available boiling must be resorted to. 
Strictly superheated steam has about the same value as hot. 
air for disinfection ; but in practice the amount of super- 
heat is rarely sufficient to prevent the steam from being 
reduced to saturation. Steam that condenses without 
cooling is saturated steam, such as steam from a kettle or 
boiler. ; 

Although many disease germs, typhoid, cholera, | 
diphtheria, and others, can certainly be destroyed by 
exposure to temperatures below 100° C., this does not 
apply to all, for, as previously stated, dried tuberculous 
matter has resisted three hours’ boiling. Moreover, our 
present knowledge of other disease-producing bacteria is 
insufficient to justify any definite statement of method that 
will insure certain disinfection in every case or condition. 
It is, however, a distinct gain to have some information of 
the dangers we are exposed to and the best means -of 
resistance. ‘This information, I venture to assert, cannot 
be too widely disseminated, for we are in a great measure 
mutually dependent. It is to little purpose any householder 
may be reasonably careful if his neighbour, either through 
ignorance or negligence, disregards simple sanitary precau- 
tions. Every epidemic bringing death and disaster in its 
train is a forcible object lesson, demonstrating the desir- 
ability for popular information in regard to some of the facts 
bacteriology has established.—Pharm. Jour. 


MEAT. 


At Longton Police-court, on February 2tst, before 
Messrs. A. Edwards (Mayor), D. Chapman, and J. Hold- 
croft, Enoch Clarkson, butcher, Washerwall, was charged at 
the instance of the Sanitary Authority with having exposed 
for sale in Longton Market a quantity of meat which was 
unfit for human food.—Mr. G. C. Kent, Town Clerk, pro- 
secuted, and Mr. Ashmall defended.—On behalf of the 
prosecution it was stated that the defendant had a stall in 
the covered market, and on the 12th inst. William Cooke, 
the sanitary inspector, found thereon sixty-seven pieces of 
beef and a number of scraps. The meat, which all belonged 
to one carcase, was soft, flabby, and of a soapy feeling. It 
was seized, condemned by the medical officer, and destroyed 
by the order of a magistrate.—Dr. W. J. Dawes, medical 
officer, said the meat was totally unfit for food. The animal 
had been in an acute fever when slaughtered. It had 
apparently suffered from tuberculosis, but the traces of the 
disease had been most ingeniously peeled away.—Mr. 
Robert Stevenson, veterinary surgeon, stated that the meat 
came from an animal which had suffered from tuberculosis, 
and the disease had reached a stage when it was most 
dangerous. It was breaking~ out and affecting the whole 
system, and must have been apparent to the person who 
dressed the meat. Some of the traces of the disease had 
been removed by scraping, but he found one well developed 
tubercle.—Mr. Ashmall said the animal was bought in the 
open market, at Leek, for £7. It was not a prime animal, 
but what was known as half-meated. It was driven from 
Leek to Werrington on the Wednesday, slaughtered the 
next day, and hung until Saturday, and he urged that the 
meat had been prejudicially affected by the damp weather. 
—The Mayor said it was well known that Longton was 
suffering from a serious epidemic, and if meat which was - 
diseased and unfit for food was brought into the town they 
must expect not only that epidemic to increase, but others 
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would not commit him directly to prison, but they fined 
-him £60 and costs, or three months’ imprisonment in 
default. 


__ At Aberdeen, on February 21st, Mr. Kenneth Cameron, 
sanitary inspector, presented a petition to Baillie Brown to 
_ have a carcase of meat found in the shop of Mr. Alexander 
Lamont, flesher, 62, East North Street, destroyed, as unfit 
for human food. Mr. Cameron, examined by the Fiscal, 
‘stated that shortly after eleven o’clock on Saturday forenoon, 
_while inspecting the shop, 62, East North Street, he observed 
the carcase of an animal which had suffered from tuber- 
_culosis. The carcase was cut up into seven parts, and was 
exposed in the premises in the usual way. Five of the 
pieces were lying on a table in the front shop, and the two 
hind legs were suspended from the roof. The whole of the 
lining of the membrane of the chest, and the most of the 
lining membrane of the abdomen, had been carefully 
stripped off, doubtless for the purpose of removing deposits 
of tubercle. There were several tubercular deposits found 
_ in crevices in the chest and abdominal cavities. The whole 
_of the skirt on both sides had been cut off clean to the ribs, 
evidently for the purpose of obliterating traces of the 
disease. The glands, which were cut into, were found in 
every instance to exhibit signs of tubercle—some of them in 
an advanced stage. Dr. Matthew Hay and Mr. Low, 
assistant to Mr. Cameron, gave corroborative evidence. Mr. 
Lamont, who was in Court, said he had no questions to put 
_ to either of the witnesses. The magistrate granted a warrant 
for the destruction of the meat. 


MARGARINE. 


AT Salford, on February 18th, John McDonnell, pro- 
vision merchant, of Chapel Street, Salford, was summoned 
before Mr. J. Makinson, stipendiary magistrate, for selling 
margarine in place of butter, and further with not delivering 
the article in a paper marked “margarine.” On the zoth 

ult. Inspector Crossley watched the shop of a dealer in 
East Market Street, and saw the defendant’s porter deliver 
_ some goods, and he (Crossley) followed him into the shop. 
_A quantity of butter had been ordered from the defendant. 
_ He asked for three-quarters of a pound, for which he paid 
83d. The article was not labelled, andthe analyst stated 
that it was margarine.—Mr. A. Holmes, who appeared for 
_ defendant, submitted that it was not done with McDonnell’s 
knowledge. It had been through the carelessness of his 
servants.—Mr. C. L. Evans, who prosecuted, said there had 
been a previous conviction against the defendant.—A fine 
of £20 and costs was imposed. . 


4 AT the South-Western Police-court, Kate Broderick, of 
_ 2, Springfield Parade, Wandsworth Road, Timothy Thomas, 
164, Wandsworth Road, and William Jones, of 48, St. 
-Andrew’s Street, Wandsworth Road, were summoned for 

selling margarine for butter, and for failing to put it in a 
stamped wrapper as required by the Act. Mr. Ricketts pro- 
secuted for the Butter Association, at whose instance these 
proceedings were taken. In each of the two first cases 
penalties amounting to 20s. were imposed, together with 
14s. 6d. costs, and in the case of Jones the magistrate 
imposed a penalty of tos. with 4s. costs. 


ROSALIA aS 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Neath, February 18th, Edwin Bannister, landlord of 
the “Ship” Inn, Giant’s Grave, Briton Ferry, charged with 
selling adulterated whisky, the analyst’s certificate showing 
that the whisky was 27 degrees under proof, was fined 20s. 
and costs. 


Sti tae 


At Merthyr, John Edwards, “ Fountain ” Inn, Tramroad, 
for selling whisky which was 4o per cent. under proof— 
15 degrees too weak—was fined #2 and costs, and the 
_ analyst’s fee. 











_ to show he had no guiliy intent. 
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to arise. In consideration of the defendant’s youth they MILK. 


At Ystrad, on February 21st, Benjamin Scourfield, 
Penrhiwfer, was summoned for selling adulterated milk at 
Penygraig on January 18th. Superintendent Coles, of 
Pontypridd, said the milk contained 7 per cent. of added 
water. The defendant remarked that he had had his 
supply from a Mr. Williams for the past nine years, and 
although samples had been analysed on six previous 
occasions by the county analyst, the police having obtained 
the samples, he had not been summoned béfore. On the 
day in question it appears that Mr. Williams’s supply was 
short, and he (Williams) had some milk to make up the 
quantity he required from a place called Felyn Fach. 
Defendant was fined £2, including costs. Mr. James 
Phillips, Pontypridd, who defended, said the defendant 
would take proceedings against the person who sold the 
milk to him to recover the amount of the fine. 


At Cork, on February 18th, John Cremin, farmer, 
Aherlow, was prosecuted under the Food and Drugs Act 
for selling adulterated milk with 16 per cent. of added 
water. 

Mr. Blake, solicitor, on his behalf pleaded guilty, and a 
fine of 20s. with costs was imposed. 


John Keeffe, Banduff, was charged with a similar 
offence, the added water in his case being 10 per cent. 

A fine of 20s. and costs was imposed. 

Sergeant Peter Kirby proved both cases. 


BUTTER. 


At Bolton, on February 17th, William Holland, Higher 
Bridge Street, was summoned for having sold butter not of 
the nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded. 
Mr. Fielding appeared on behalf of the Corporation and the 
Bolton Grocers and Provision Dealers’ Association, and, in 
opening the case, said the proceedings were instituted under 
Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act. On the 1st inst. 
an inspector under the Corporation, Mr. Spencer, was near 
defendant’s premises, and noticing a woman leave, asked 
her if she would go back into the shop and make a pur- 
chase of half a pound of the best butter. She consented, 
and was followed into the shop immediately by the in- 
spector. When the woman had made her purchase he 
took the article from her. The sample contained 70 per 
cent. of fat foreign to butter. Ninepence per pound had 
been charged for the article, which was not worth more 
than 4d. per lb. Since he had opened the shop in question, 
defendant had done a great business, and complaints had 
been made by tradesmen. The maximum penalty under 
the summons was £20. Inspector Spencer gave corro- 
borative evidence. In cross-examination by Mr. Horridge, 
who represented defendant, he said samples had been taken 
previously from Mr. Holland’s establishment, and, on 
analysis, they had been found correct. Defendant did 
not serve the woman with butter—a lad of about twelve 
behind the counter at the time and 
served her. Dr. Gould was called in support, and described 
the sample as “a bad one of butter.” Mr. Horridge, for 
the defence, admitted that a technical offence might have 
been committed, urging at the same time that a nominal 
penalty would meet the case. As the bench had heard, 
defendant himself did not serve the article; a lad sold it, 
and he was not an authorised assistant, he was simply stay- 
ing in the premises on a visit. “Had a regular assistant 
attended to the woman she would have been served with 
butter in the usual way. How was it, Mr. Horridge asked, 
that although previous samples had been taken, not one had 
been found of the wrong description, and no one had been 
able to prove anything against defendant? his fact went 
Defendant was fined 20s. 
and costs, and a fine of 10s. and costs was imposed on a 
charge of having had the margarine insufficiently labelled. 


years was 
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FOOD AND 


COFFEE. 

At Clerkenwell Police-court, John Shillingford, tradin & 
as Harvey, Shillingford, and Luff, of 139, Upper Street, 
was summoned for selling, on December 18th, coffee 
containing go per cent. of chicory. Mr. Bramall appeared 
on behalf of the Islington Vestry, and Mr. Beck represented 
the defendant. The case was adjourned three weeks ago 
because Mr. Beck then challenged the accuracy of the 
certificate submitted by the vestry’s analyst. The cer- 
tificate now returned from Somerset House showed 
that the coffee contained only 52 per cent. of chicory, 


and it was also proved by the defence that the 
wrapper in which the coffee was delivered to the 
purchaser had words to the effect that a mixture 


had been sold. Dr. Teed, analyst to the Islington Vestry, 
adhered to his certificate, and said it was quite possible, 
owing to the difficulty experienced in getting coffee to mix 
well with chicory, that the sample he analysed contained a 
preponderance of chicory. The Secretary of the Grocers’ 
Association gave evidence to the effect that coffee containing 
52 per cent. of chicory was a mixture recognised in the 
trade. Mr. Bros. held that inasmuch as the mixture was 
delivered to the purchaser in a printed wrapper a disclosure 
within the meaning of the Act had been made. He dis- 
missed the summons, allowing 1os. 6d. costs. 


LARD. 


At Clerkenwell, Edward Henry Martin, of 142, Black- 
stock Road, was summoned for selling lard containing 100 
per cent. of fat other than lard. Mr. Bramall prosecuted 
on behalf of the Islington Vestry, and Mr. W. Ricketts, 
jun., represented the defendant. When the case was before 
the Court three weeks ago, Mr. Ricketts questioned the 
accuracy of the certificate of the public analyst, and 
a sample of the lard was sent at his request to 
Somerset House. ‘The certificate of Dr. Teed, the 
analyst to the Islington Vestry, showed that the 
lard contained roo per cent. of foreign fat, while the 
Somerset House certificate pronounced it to be pure lard. 
Dr. Teed adhered to his analysis, and was supported by 
Dr. Cassell. On behalf of the defence, Dr. Otto Hehner 
presented a certificate showing the lard to be absolutely 
pure. Mr. Bramall contended that Mr. Bros was not 
obliged to regard the Somerset House certificate as final. 
The Act did not say that it should be. Mr. Bros said the 
Act intended it to be final, if it did not say so, and 
dismissed the summons, granting the defendant £3 35. 
costs. 


FOOD ADULTERATION AT ASTON. 


At Aston, on February 21st, George Samuels, 30, 
Phillips Street, was summoned for selling milk containing 
30 per cent. of added water. Mr. Bolt, the inspector, said 
the adulteration was the highest he had known for a great 
many years. Defendant, who denied having watered the 
milk, was fined ros. and costs.—George Green, manager 
for Mr. Amatt, 178, High Street, Aston, was summoned 
for selling margarine:as butter. Mr. Bolt visited the shop 
and asked for half-a-pound from a parcel labelled 8d. 
Green at once replied, “That is not butter, Mr. Bolt ; it 
is margarine.” ‘There was no margarine label on it. A 
fine of 40s. and costs was imposed. The explanation 
given by Green was that, being Monday morning, all the 
labels had been removed for washing. 


ALLEGED REFUSAL TO SELL FOR ANALYSIS. 


AT Nottingham, on February roth, Mary Clarke, the 
wife of a milk-seller, residing at Daybrook, was charged on 
a summons, under the provisions of the Food and Drugs 
Act, with refusing to sell a sample of new milk to an in- 
spector under the Act, when requested to do so, on January 
zoth. Mr. H. B. Clayton appeared for the defence, and 
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pleaded “not guilty.” Colonel Story, in the course of his 
evidence, deposed that about half-past nine o’clock in the 
morning of January 2oth, he went out to -Day- 
brook, accompanied by his man, with the intention of 


getting samples of milk. He noticed-a milk can in the © 


middle of the road, and went towards it, when a woman 
came across the road, took up the can, and went into a 
house close by. He followed her, in order to get a sample 
of the milk, but could not see the woman in the house when 
he got there, A girl was there, and he asked her for a pint 
of new milk. She said she could not get any, because the 
door where the milk was kept was locked. _ Witness said 
it was not locked, but someone was holding the door. The 


girl reaffirmed that the door was locked, but witness caught 


hold of the handle and drew it open a few inches. Besides 
the girl there could be no other person in the house except 
the defendant, and he, therefore, presumed it was she who 
held the door. Eventually he saw her, and repeated his 
request for a pint of new milk, for which he tendered her 
three halfpence. She said she had no milk in the house 
except a pint, which was sold. The other milk, she added, 
her husband had just taken out. Witness asked her if the 
pint of milk had been paid for, and she said it had not. He 
told her the milk under those circumstances was not sold, 
but she persisted in her intention not to sell any milk to 
him. Mr. Clayton argued for the defence that no case had 
been made out against his client, because there was no proof 
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that the milk from which a sample was requested had been 


exposed for sale. The magistrates dismissed the summons. 


PARLIAMENT AND THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 


Foop products adulteration is evidently to occupy a 
prominent position at Westminster this session. The House 
is being inundated by petitions praying for an amendment 
of the law, and the resources of the ‘‘table” to find room 
for these documents must, by this time, be almost exhausted. 
The most striking feature about the petitions is that they 
nearly all emanate from villages of which the average 
Londoner has only the remotest geographical conception. 
It comes almost as a revelation (says the Pharm. Jour.) to 
find that the sparsely inhabited provincial districts of Eng- 
land are so keenly interested in the report of the Food 
Products Committee. A cynically disposed person might be 
tempted to suggest that the absence of petitions from large 
towns and cities is a proof that public opinion is more easily 
organised in villages. 
approaching a “‘boom” in adulteration just now. Mr. 
Kearley, not satisfied with the qualified reference to a Food 
and Drugs Amendment Bill in the Queen’s Speech, comes 
forward with an amendment to the Address, expressing 
regret that no assurance is given that legislation on this im- 
portant subject is in contemplation this session. The object 
of the Amendment is, of course, to invite a ministerial declara- 
tion of faith on the subject. Chemists will await the result 
with as much anxiety at least as the inhabitants of those 
advanced villages which have embodied their hopes and 
fears in formal petitions. Local pharmaceutical associa- 
tions might profitably discuss the desirability of expressing 
their views in like manner, for it would be a thousand pities 
to allow members to suppose that the food side of the ques- 
tion is the only one needing attention. 


LIMEHOUSE DISTRICT BOARD OF WORKS AND 
ADULTERATION. | 


THE Sanitary Committee have recommended that in 
future the inspectors be directed to purchase samples of 
food for analysis under the direction of the analyst ; and 
that they do not wear their uniform when engaged in this 
work. The committee also recommended that the analyst 
be authorised to pay any private person for obtaining 
samples under the direction of the inspectors; and also 
that samples be taken under the Margarine Act.—Agreed to. 


Be this as it may, there is something | 
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~  - CARDIGAN COUNTY COUNCIL AND THE 

hile clea “FOOD AND DRUGS ACT, 

__ Dr. Snape asked the Council to consider the report, 
_ by the Council of the Society of Public Analysts, on the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Bill. This report stated that the 
most notable and unfortunate omission was that no pro- 
vision is made for establishing, as was recommended by the 
Select Committee, a Court of Reference, which should 
_have power to fix standards and limits of purity. Dr. 
‘Snape asked the Council to support the protest against the 
Bill as it now stands, and to urge the introduction of a 
clause establishing and giving the necessary powers to a 
Court of Reference. Councillor Lima Jones moved that 
they support the report of Dr. Snape. The matter was of 
_ great importance, and he hoped the Council would agree 
_ to his proposal. Councillor R. Ellis seconded, and it was 
carried. 


KISSING THE BOOK. 


_ THE danger incurred by kissing the Testament in a 
court of law is emphasised by a statement of Dr. Lys, 
medical officer of health to the Wareham Rural District 
Council. 

In his annual report just forwarded to the Council, Dr. 
Lys says: “The death of a constable at Coombe, in the 
_ parish of Langton Matravers, in January, was registered as 
due to acute ulceration of the throat, and there is every 
reason to attribute his fatal-illness to the dangerous practice, 
from a sanitary point of view, of ‘kissing the Book’ on 
being sworn. 

“* He had attended the Petty Sessions at Wareham, and 
given evidence within a few hours of the commencement of 
the attack. The sanitary state of the cottage was satis- 
factory, and the water supply was proved by analysis to be 
excellent.” 


LYNN TYPHOID FEVER EPIDEMIC. 


Dr. F. St. GeorceE MivartT reports to the Local 
Government Board “that as long as the supply of drinking 
water for the borough was derived from the Gaywood river, 
so long would the borough be at the mercy of water-borne 
disease. The works in connection with the new scheme 
for bringing water from deep wells in the chalk near 
Grimston were being actively pushed forward, but he was 
informed that it would be six or eight months before they 
would be completed.” Such being the case the residents 
should use Pasteur filters, and thus be safe from disease by 
securing a germ-free water. 


RYE AND BOURBON WHISKIES. 


AMERICAN whiskies are divided into two great classes— 
Bourbon and rye. 
bon County, Kentucky, famous for its production of whisky, 
but all Kentucky whisky made by the old-fashioned pro- 
cesses, known as sweet mash and sour mash, are called 
Bourbon when they contain a certain quantity of corn. 

The proportion of the different constituents used in 
making the mash varies in each distillery, but it may be 
stated in a general way to be about eight-tenths corn, one- 
tenth rye and one-tenth malt. 

In making sour mash whisky no yeast is used. The 
meal is put in small tubs and scalded with the refuse of a 
previous distillation. It is left to cool and afterwards broken 
up by a workman with a stick called a mash-stick. 

In up-to-date establishments the breaking up is done by 
a rake, revolved rapidly in the mash tub by steam power. 
Water is added in the proportion of about forty gallons to 
each bushel of grain, and the mash is then run into large 
vats called fermenters. The fermenting period varies from 
48 to 72 hours, according to the kind of whisky to be 
_ produced. 








The former takes its name from Bour- | 


| 








In the sweet mash process the meal is scalded with 
boiling water instead of refuse, and the fermentation is 
induced by means of yeast, the production and use of 
which are the secrets of the distillers’ art. When the 
fermentation is complete, the resulting liquor is run into 
retorts, whence, after some minor processes, it is drawn into 
barrels charred on the inside, and kept until ready for 
consumption. The charred barrels supply the colouring 
matter.—Zizguor Trades Rev. 


THE HOME AND COLONIAL STORES. 


THE Home and Colonial Stores (Limited), 2, Paul 
Street, Finsbury, were charged before Mr. D’Eyncourt, on 
February 18th, at North London, on an adjourned 
summons, which alleged (1) that they had sold as coffee a 
mixture which had contained a large amount of chicory, 


‘and (2) that yellow crystals had been sold as Demerara 


sugar. The Islington Vestry (by Mr. A. M. Bramall) 
prosecuted, and Mr. C. V. Young defended. The evidence 
was that Miss Penelope Clark was sent by an Inspector to 
a branch establishment of the Company at Essex Road 
for coffee and sugar; and when she was served 
the Inspector stepped in and said he was going to 
have it analysed, at the same time dividing the 
samples into three parts, as required by law. A plea of 
guilty was entered, so far as the sugar went; but, on the 
coffee question, Mr. Young submitted that it was sold asa 
mixture, and was wrapped in a paper declaring that it was 
coffee and chicory. Mr. Teed, public analyst of Islington, 
certified 85 per cent. of chicory and 15 per cent. of coffee. 
—Mr, Stokes, who analysed defendant’s sample, certified 
60 per cent. of chicory and 40 per cent. of coffee; and the 
third portion of the sample, which it was agreed should be 
sent to the Somerset House Laboratory, came back with 
the certificate of 52 per cent. of chicory and 48 per cent. 
of coffee-—Mr. Bramall elicited from the analysts that 
coffee and chicory needed a deal of mixing to make it come 
out in equal parts. The defendants admitted that in this 
“shilling coffee” there was 50 per cent. of coffee and 
50 per cent. of chicory. Mr. Bramall said that on the 
evidence now given he was entitled to take the average of 
the analyses, which would be 66 per cent., 16 per cent. 
above the quantity of chicory admitted by the defendants. 
With regard to the declaration upon the paper in which the 
“coffee” was wrapped, the magistrate said this was no 
defence when a customer asked for coffee. Instead of waiting 
until the sale was almost complete before saying, ‘‘ This is 
a mixture,” the salesman should say at once, and distinctly, 
“We do not sell shilling coffee.” Mr. Young asked 
the Magistrate to take into consideration the price paid for 
the mixture and the actual commercial value of pure 
coffee ; and he pressed upon the Magistrate that the cus- 
tomer had not been defrauded.—Mr. D’Eyncourt said he 
was prepared to concede, on behalf of the defendants, that 
coffee and chicory were difficult to mix; but this should 
make the salesmen the more careful; as the probabilities 
were, with a careless mixing, some people might get nearly 
all coffee, and others nearly all chicory. In the coffee 
case he should inflict a penalty of £3, with £2 2s. 
costs. In the sugar case it was proved that 
“Demerara” was asked for and dyed crystals sup- 
plied, without any intimation as to what it actually 
was. Three half-pence per pound was paid for the sugar, 
which Mr. Bramall said was an underselling of the ordinary 
grocer.—Mr. D’Eyncourt: Are yellow crystals as wholesome 
as. Demerara ?—Dr. Teed: Quite; though the flavour is 
different.--Mr. Bramall: We have heard it in evidence that 
bees will not touch the yellow crystals.—Mr. D’Eyncourt : 
We cannot call the bees (laughter).—Mr. Young said his 
only point was that this particular sale was not to the pre- 
judice of the purchaser.—Mr. D’Eyncourt: There are the 
words “ Nature, substance and quality ” to be dealt with.— 
The defendants were fined £3 and £2 2s. costs. Notice 
of appeal was given in the coffee case. 
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“MR. KEARLEY, M-P., ON FOOD ADULTERATION. 


eMRe Keariey (Devonport) rose to move to add to the 


Oaths — 


ae ve we venture ehnrbly to represent to your Majesty 


the urgent need of a measure for checking the widespread 


adulteration of food products, and to express our regret that 
no assurance is given that such a measure will be proposed 
to this House during the present Session of Parliament.” 


He complained of the laxity of the local authorities in 
carrying out the Acts in this respect unless there was some 


‘power. behind to force them. Under the Public Health 


Acts the Local Government Board repeatedly took action 


against local authorities, and he could not differentiate 


between the duty of a local authority to supply its in- 
habitants with pure water and its duty to see. that pure 
food was supplied to them. Whenever the Local Govern- 
ment Board had enforced the Public Health Acts the result 
had been most satisfactory. A recommendation unani- 
mously adopted by the Select Committee, which considered 
the question of food adulteration, was that a Board or 
Court of .Reference should be set up, consisting of experts 
competent to give an unbiassed opinion on the various 
questions, such as the standard of purity of milk and the 
amount of water to be added to butter and other articles of 
consumption. The righthon. gentleman at the head of the 
Local Government, in his Bill of last session, however, 
ignored that recommendation altogether, although there 
was an absolute necessity for the establishment of such a 
body. No Bill would be satisfactory which did not. give 
effect to the chief recommendations of the Committee. The 
question of adulteration was of vital importance to con- 
sumers, and so prevalent had the practice of adulteration 
become that it had been found necessary in large towns to 
form private associations for the purpose of coping with the 
evil. In many places the local authorities had been 
apathetic, and had neglected to take steps to prevent the 
adulteration of food. -No less than eight members of one 
vestry in London had been convicted of adulteration. He 
hoped no further attempt would be made to make it 
appear that this question was being pushed forward by 
agriculturists. It was a very serious evil which needed 
drastic and immediate legislation. A promise should 
therefore be given by the Government that they would 
introduce a Bill at an early date dealing effectively 
with the evil. He concluded by moving his amendment. 


Mr. Lambert (Devon, S. Molton), in seconding the 
amendment, said he was the representative of an agricultural 
county producing a considerable amount of daily produce. 
A large amount of fraud existed in the sale of. margarine 
for butter, the largest importations of that compound 
coming from Holland. While Holland exported 93 per 
cent. of the margarine, it was not the less noteworthy 
that its exports of butter had also largely increased as 
compared with the supplies sent from other countries, 
and he suspected that the butter was adulterated with 
margarine. While foreign countries refused to allow the 
sale of margarine as butter this country was made the 
dumping-ground for such refuse ; and they were anxious to 
put a stop to the importation, not only in the interest of 
agriculture, but in the interest of the consumer as well. 
Unless the right hon. gentleman brought in a good and 
thoroughgoing measure the President of the Local Govern- 
sent Board, who had grown thin in working for the 
agricultural labourer, would find his reputation sunk in a 
mess of margarine. (Laughter.) 


Mr. Chaplin (Lincoln, Sleaford) assured hon. members 
that he was quite as anxious as they could be to proceed 
with a Bill upon this subject. He had been for some time 
busily engaged in the preparation of such a Bill. A Bill 
modelled on the report of the Select Committee, however, 
would have no earthly chance of passing into law during the 
present Session, because he could imagine nothing more 
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contentious or more: likely to give rise to the greatest 
differences of opinion. . Short of that, he hoped a measure 
might be proposed which ought to havea reasonable chance» 
of making progress during the present Session. ; 


Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston), regretted that the 
right hon. gentleman: had not made absolute the qualified 
assurance in the Queen’s Speech. The recent inquiry had 
demonstrated the existence of a widespread evil, which was 
not only a fraud upon the consumer, but an injury to health. | 
The committee had convinced themselves that a large 
amount of the adulteration was due to lax administration of 
the law, and that the absence of any authority to fix standards 
of purity often made it difficult to secure convictions. The 
Bill of last year was not satisfactory, in view of the findings 
of the Committee, and he hoped that the Government would 
deal with the subject more boldly. Much of the so-called 
cheese that was sent into this country was unfit for human 
food, and its increasing sale ought to be stopped on 
behalf both of the consumer and producer in this country. 


Sir M. Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) said there was no 
doubt that the question was a somewhat thorny and difficult 
one to deal with, but there had been a great advance in 
public opinion in regard to it within the last few years, and 
if the Government were to bring in a good, strong measure 
dealing with the adulteration of food supplies, they would 
be supported by the country. (Hear, hear.) 


Mr. Strachey (Somerset, S.) hoped that a division 
would be taken unless there was a distinct promise to 
bring in a Bill and refer it to a Standing Committee. 


Sir F. Milner (Notts, Bassetlaw) said there was an 
intense feeling in agricultural districts in favour of this 
amendment, and he had received communications from his 
constituents asking him to support it. He believed that if 
a Bill was brought in there would be no serious opposition. 
The time had come when the question should be grappled 
with by the Local Government Board. (Cheers.) 


Mr. Balfour said the Bill was mentioned in the Speech 
from the Throne as one which the Government were 
desirous to bring in; but the hon. gentleman who 
moved the amendment was not satisfied with that, and 
asked for some date. No more specific pledge had ever 
been given by any Government or could be given than 
that conveyed in the Queen’s Speech. (Hear, hear.) 
All that they could do was to name the measures in the 
Speech from the Throne, and the qualification at the end 
of the paragraph as to time permitting was the usual 
limitation. | Every Government was bound by the 
limitation of time; no Government in the world could 
control the time of the House. (Oh!) No Govern- 
ment had ever controlled the time of the House so as to be 
able to pass all its measures. (Hear. hear.) He could 
only repeat what his right hon. friend had said—namely, 
that they were most desirous of dealing with this question. 
They had stated that desire in the most explicit terms in the 
Queen’s Speech. Further than that neither they nor any 
Government that might be substituted for them could 
possibly go. Under such circumstance why they should 
further debate the amendment, and, still more, why 
they should divide upon it he was wholly unable to 
understand. Certainly this was the first time in the history 
of the British Parliament that the Government of the day 
had been reproached for not dealing with a question which 
was specifically mentioned in the Queen’s Speech as one it 
was intended to deal with. 


Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) trusted his hon. 
friend would persevere in the endeavour to put the question 
in a more favourable position in the programme of the 
Session than it now occupied. 


The House divided, when the numbers were— 


For the amendment _... “~ x, 000 
Against ... yin ried ta 
Majority against » 105 
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_ BATTERSEA VESTRY AND OUTSIDERS’ ANALYSES. 


Ir has been reported to the Health Committee by Dr. 
K ‘empster that an inspector from the Butter Association, 
E.C., has bought seven samples of butter in Battersea and 
submitted them to him for analysis. Four of the samples 
were largely adulterated. By Act of Parliament any pur- 
chaser is entitled to have an article analysed by the public 
analyst on payment of ros. 6d. The Vestry had an 
impression that the doctor was -dissatisfied with the fee. 
‘his did not appear from the Health Committee’s report, 
but the committee took the view that the Butter Associ- 
ition had no right to interfere with the affairs of the 
parish, which are so admirably administered by the 
‘incorporated Vestry. Their opinion was worded as 
follows: “(It appears to your committee that the analyst 
has no alternative but to analyse samples of food and drugs 


purchasers at the statutory nominal fee, but it is open to 
question as to-whether it was intended by the Legislature 
that the Act should be made use of in the manner above 
‘stated. The statutory nominal fee is a fee intended for the 
benefit of ratepayers, and payable to a public official in 
receipt of a salary from the local authority appointing him, 
in consideration of which salary he agrees to make analyses 
_and give certificates for the fee in question to private pur- 
chasers. Your committee recommend that a communica- 
tion be addressed to the Local Government Board drawing 
_ their attention to the matter and suggesting an amendment 
of the law confining the privileges allowed by the rath 

section of the Act to dona fide purchasers as ratepayers in a 

district, and not as representatives of trade associations 
acting in the interests of any particular trade.” 


Mr. Manser moved that the recommendation should be - 


_ struck out. He rather welcomed the action of the associa- 

tion, and as for the public analyst, he said if that gentleman 

_ were not satisfied with the fee he should tell the Vestry so. 

_ It was not the business of the Vestry to seek to alter the 
law. 

Mr. Hockley seconded, and Mr. Nelson supported Mr. 
Manser. Though almost every member shouted that he 
agreed not to alter the law, Mr. Nelson insisted on making 

a speech, of which all that could be heard was that it was 
_ absurd that the analyst should object to the fee of ros. 6d. 

“When,” as a member added, “there are vestrymen 
_ who will analyse anything (excisable liquors preferred) for 
__ half-a-crown.” 





REPORT OF THE GOUNCIL OF THE SOCIETY OF 
PUBLIC ANALYSTS ON THE SALE OF FOOD 
AND. DRUGS BILL. 


(Lntroduced.in the House of Commons tn 1897 by the RIGHT 
Hon. W. H. Cuaptin, M.P., & Mr. T. W. Russet, M.P.) 


OVE ee 


THE Council of the Society of Public Analysts has con- 
sidered the Sale of Food and Drugs: Bill, introduced by the 
President and Parliamentary Secretary of the Local Govern- 
ment Board towards the close of the last Session, and 
desires to express its regret that the measure deals with so 
few of the recommendations of the Select Committee. 
to be remembered that the Select Committee of the House 
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which my be submitted to him for analysis by private ° 


It is | 








of Commons on Food Products Adulteration, which was © 


appointed in 1894, sat for three Sessions, and collected a very 
large mass of evidence, from widely different sources, bearing 
upon the matters which it was appointed to consider. The 
- outcome of its labours was a report, presented to Parliament 


in July, 1896, very fully summarising the evidence which | 


had been collected, and concluding with an epitome, under 
_ twenty-three headings, of the directions in which, in the 
opinion of the Select Committee, the existing Food and 
Drugs Acts should be amended. 
expected on all hands that the Government would introduce 
into Parliament a Bill giving effect to these recommenda- 
tions, or at all events to the majority of them; but the Bill 
produced at the close of the last Session falls so far short of 
the requirements of the case that in most essential particulars 


pies» 


It was confidently | 


ie recommendations of the Committee appear to. have been ; 
passed over. f 
The Council of the Society of Public Analysts ae j 
therefore, to point out the chief omissions in the Bill, and 
the principal directions in which it appears to require. 
amendment. 
The First Section of the Bill states that: 


“Tt shall be the duty of every local athoriby 
entrusted with the execution of the laws relating to” 
the sale of food and drugs, to put in force from 
time to time, as occasion may arise, the powers 
with which they are invested; so as to provide 
proper securities for the sale of food and drugs in 
a pure and genuine condition, and in particular to 
direct their officers to take samples for analysis.” 


It appears to the Council that this Section gives no 
remedy for the existing unsatisfactory state of affairs, no 
means being provided or suggested for enforcing the per- 
formance of that which is recognised as a duty. Experience 
has shown, as is fully set forth in the Report of the Select 
Committee, that, in spite of considerable pressure brought to 
bear by the Local Government Board, certain local authori- 
ties have persistently neglected to carry out the provisions 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 

The Second Section, which proposes to institute a 
minimum fine of £5 for a second or subsequent offence, 
carries into effect recommendation No. 16 in the Report of 
the Select Committee. This is one of the very few of the 
recommendations of the Committee which the Council feels 
itself unable to support, since the Council of the Society of 
Public Analysts is of opinion that the fixing of a minimum fine 
of £5, in all cases of second conviction, would be unduly 
binding on magistrates, who should be free to deal with 
each case on its merits, having regard to the great variety of 
circumstances requiring the consideration of the Bench 
which occur in connection with cases under the Acts. 

With regard to the Fourth Section, the Council desires 
to draw attention to a recent case in which margarine was 
enclosed in a wrapper on which the word “ margarine.” was 
distinctly and legibly printed, but in which the significance 
of the word was diminished by the presence of other printed 
matter on the label. ~The Council therefore suggests that this 
Section might be improved by adding a provision that no 
other words or letters should be printed on the same 
wrapper. 

With regard to Section to, which relates to warranties, 
the Council of the Society of Public Analysts considers 
that, in order to ensure the conviction of the real offender 
in a case of adulteration, jurisdiction should be given to the 
Court before which the summons is heard, to call the giver 


-of a warranty before it, should the warranty exonerate the 


vendor ; and that proceedings should in such case be com- 
pulsorily instituted against the giver of the warranty. The 
Council also considers that no warranty should be accepted 
if given by a person abroad, or outside of such jurisdiction 
as it is possible to confer on the Court by Act of Parliament. 

Section 12 (Sub-Section 1) proposes that the certificate 
of analysis required by the Sale of Food and Drugs Act of 
1875 shall be in a form prescribed by the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, and proposes to repeal the Schedule to 


| that Act relating to the form of certificates. 


The Council of the Society of Public Analysts is of 
opinion that the form of certificate should not, as in the 
Act of 1875, be unalterably fixed, but dissents from the 
proposal that the form should be prescribed by the Com- 
missioners of [Inland Revenue. The Council considers that 
the proper body to prescribe the -form of certificates would 
be the Standing Committee or Court of Reference recom- 
mended by the Select Committee, the formation: of which 
Court of Reference is not provided for in Mr. Chaplin’s 
Bill, an omission to which attention is called hereafter. 

Sub-Section 2 of Section 12 provides that the production 
by the defendant of a certificate by a public analyst shall be 
sufficient evidence of the facts therein stated (unless the 
prosecutor requires that such public analyst be called as a 
witness). The Council would suggest the desirability of 
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providing that in the absence of the public analyst whose 
certificate is tendered by the defendant, and in the event of 
a material difference between the opinions expressed in that 
certificate and in the public analyst’s certificate on which 
the prosecution was based, it should be compulsory on the 
Court to refer the portion of the sample retained by the 
Inspector to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 

Having thus referred to some of the points suggested by 
the Government Bill, the Council wishes to call attention to 
certain of its omissions. The Select Committee made an 
important recommendation (No. 18) : 


: that the definition of the word ‘food’ 
as used in the Acts should be amended so as to 
include expressly all articles intended to enter into 
or be used in the preparation or flavouring of food.” 


This recommendation has not been adopted in the 
Government Bill, although its importance was very fully in- 
sisted upon. The present definition of food, as interpreted 
by the High Court, enables injurious, adulterated, or 
objectionable baking powders and certain other articles, to 
be sold with impunity, on the contention that they are not 
themselves “ food,” although they are sold for the express 
and avowed purpose of being introduced into food and con- 
sumed as such. 

The most important omission, however, in the opinion 
of the Council of the Society of Public Analysts, is the 
failure to carry out recommendation No, 1g of the Select 
Committee, vzz. : 


““. . . that an authority should be consti- 
tuted, who should act as a Court of Reference 
upon scientific and other questions arising under 
the Acts, and who should be empowered at their 
discretion to prescribe standards and limits of the 
quality and purity of food.” 


The Report of the Select Committee deals with a very 
large number of questions on which, as a Committee, they 
refrain from making any definite recommendations, on the 
ground that such matters would properly be dealt with by 
the body whose formation they contemplated. They ex- 
pressed the opinion : 


‘ec 


i that it would greatly facilitate the 
working of the laws as to the adulteration of food, 
and also serve the interests of traders, if standards 
or definitions of food were promulgated by com- 
petent authority”; and 

Salk that the question of fixing food 
standards should receive the attention of a 
specially-constituted scientific body familiar with 
questions of analysis and the chemistry of food.” 


Their recommendation was that such body or Court of 
Reference should : 


a be empowered to make such orders 


as they think proper respecting standards of the 
quality and purity of food, and that such orders 
should, when confirmed by a Secretary of State, 
have the force of law” ; and they were of opinion 
that “‘ the formation of such an authority 
having the functions indicated would result in the 
removal of many practical difficulties met with in 
the administration of the Acts, and by rendering 
more precise the law affecting adulteration would 
obviate the costly litigation in which, under exist- 
ing circumstances, traders and others have some- 
times been involved.” 


It was recommended that the proposed : 


; Court of Reference should take the 
form of a standing Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Trade”; and that 
we. such Committee should include the 
principal officer of the Government laboratory, 
nominees of the Local Government Board and 
Board of Agriculture, one or more analysts of 
epute, and representatives of the General Medical 
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_ February 26, 1898. 
Council, the Institute of Chemistry, and the 
Pharmaceutical Society. Other scientists,” it is 
added, “whose services are available, and whose 
presence on the Committee may be expected to 
lend weight to its decisions, should find places 
thereon.” 

It is further suggested that 
6é 


. .. representatives of the trading and 
manufacturing community should also be _ in- 
cluded.” - 

In fact, this proposal as to the establishment of a Court 
of Reference having such powers as those alluded to, forms, 
from most points of view, one of the principal features in 
the Report of the Select Committee ; and the recommenda- 
tion met with cordial and widespread endorsement. This 
being so, the Council of the Society of Public Analysts 
notes with very great regret the total omission from the Bill 
of any mention of such a Court or Committee. It is, in the 
opinion of the Council, essential for the success of any new 
legislation, not only that such a Court or Committee should 
be constituted, but that the Committee, when formed, shall 
include one or more fudiic analysts. At the present time 
each individual public analyst is left to decide what does or 
does not constitute adulteration, what is or is not to be 
regarded as injurious to health, and what limits and 
standards are to be adopted in judging of the genuineness 
or otherwise of samples submitted to him. Disputed ques- 
tions of the greatest scientific intricacy are now fought out, 
more or less imperfectly, in open Court at the expense of 
vendors or public authorities ; and, as a consequence, ques- 
tions which might have been settled, to the benefit of the 
community, many years ago, are still undecided, after more 
than twenty years’ working of the Food and Drugs Acts. 

The Court of Reference recommended by the Select 
Committee was originally suggested by the Society of Public 
Analysts, and the suggestion, as will have been seen from 
the quotations already given from their Report, met with the 
entire approval of the Select Committee, who saw therein 
the means of solving the gravest difficulties which have. 
hitherto arisen under the Food and Drugs Acts. The 
Council is clearly of opinion that, without such a Court or 
Standing Committee, any new legislation will be of little or 
no value, while, on the other hand, the institution of such a 
Committee would afford the simplest means of ensuring the 
effective working of anti-adulteration legislation. 

There are other points of omission in the Bill (such, for 
instance, as those connected with the Select Committee's 
recommendations affecting the colouring and mixing of 
butter substitutes), which the Council of the Society of 
Public Analysts does not feel itself directly called upon to 
discuss. Generally speaking, the Council is of opinion : 


1. That the draft Bill introduced by the President 
and Secretary of the Local Government Board is 
unsatisfactory, inasmuch as it does not embody the 
most important recommendations of the Food 
Products Adulteration Committee, and that, it 
passed, it would not lead to the removal of the 
difficulties experienced in carrying out the present 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act. 

. That the recommendations of the Food Products 
Adulteration Committee, subject to but few 
modifications, should be embodied in any Bill 
which may be put before Parliament during the | 
coming Session. 

. That the most important recommendation of the 
Select Committee, vzz., recommendation No. 19, 
referring to the formation of a Court of Reference 
constituted substantially as laid down in the body 
of the Report (with, however, the inclusion in its 
number of one or more public analysts) should be 
acted upon, if new legislation is to lead to satis- 
factory results, 


(Signed) BERNARD Dyrr, President, 


(Signed) Epwarp Bevan, . 
(Signed) CuHarugs E, CASSAL, } Hon. Secretaries, 
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HOW ANALYSES ARE MISUSED. 
Some Curious Facts aBpouT VIMBOS, 


. A sit of blotting paper now before us, says Zhe Medical 
- World, February 19th, bearing an advertisement of Vimbos 
and an alleged analysis of that preparation, contains such 
surprising figures that we bought some Vimbos Fluid Beef 
and also some Vimbos Lozenges to see how an independent 
“analysis bore out the figures put forward by Vimbos, Ltd. 

_ The packet of lozenges contained a wrapper on which 
_was printed “The following analysis by Dr. A. P. Aitken, 
' Chemist to Highland and Agriculture Society of Scotland, 
proves these lozenges to be—weight for weight—the most 
nourishing preparation of food in the world: 





CHEMICAL LABORATORY, 
8, CLYDE STREET, EDINBURGH. 
Analysis of sample of Beef Lozenges, received from Mr. 
~ Wallace Auld, Holyrood Square. 
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1 ie » § Albumen (soluble FA ‘oo 

albu binsolatle) be so 58 f TA98 
* Nitrogen, 11°83. 
Eat. ft, tf i 2°00 
+Ash, or Mineral Mattér 13°35 
+ Phosphoric Acid, 1°86, 

Moisture RRA i 8°65 

Matter undetermined _... I'12 

100°00 


A. P. AITKEN, D.Sc. 


Our own independent analysis showed that the lozenges 


‘contain less than one per cent. of soluble albumen, the total 
being 0°684. So enormons was this difference that we were 
about to place the figures before Dr. Aitken and ask tor an 
explanation of them, but Dr. Aitken has saved us that 
trouble by writing the following protest and disclaimer, 
which is printed in the Lainburgh Evening Dispatch, of 
Thursday, February roth, 1898. 

Dr. A. P. Aitken, chemist to the Highland and Agri- 
cultural Society, says the Zvening Dispatch, requests us to 
publish the following letter addressed to the Managing 
Director, Vimbos, Limited, Edinburgh : 

‘Dear Sir,—In October of last year there came under 


my notice a circular issued by your Company, containing an 


analysis of Vimbos Lozenges addressed from my laboratory. 
and bearing my signature. As I had no recollection of 
making an analysis of Vimbos Lozenges, I found it necessary 
to write you on the subject, when it transpired that the 
analysis in question was one I made in 1886, for your private 
information only, of some lozenges you were at that time 
experimenting with. I then pointed out that the analysis, 
which was made solely to assist you in your experiments, 
and without charge, was incomplete, and in the form 
employed in the advertisement, entirely misleading ; and also 
directed your attention to the fact that my permission to use 
it as an advertisement had neither been asked nor given. 
On your undertaking to immediately withdraw the advertise- 
ment from circulation I allowed the matter to drop; but I 
find this undertaking has not been carried out, and that you 
continue to circulate the misleading and unauthorised 
analysis. A box of lozenges purchased direct from your 
factory the other day was wrapped up in the circular you 
promised to withdraw. I therefore feel that in justice to 
myself I must give publicity to this matter, and I am 
accordingly communicating this letter to the press.—Yours 
truly, “ (Signed) A. P. AITKEN.” 

Dr. Aitken’s Jona fides in the matter is, therefore, 
clear, and he is in no way responsible for the dissemination 
of an alleged analysis of Vimbos “‘ Lozenges,” which is mis- 
leading, which alleges nearly 75 per cent. of nutriment to 
be present in the lozenges, whereas the real nutriment zs /ess 
than 1 per cent.—-[This, of course, we take to refer to the 
soluble albumen. ‘There is a considegable percentage of 
fibrin, which, we think, should be reckoned as nutriment, 
although Stutzer and other authorities do not admit it as 
such.—Epitor F. & S.] 





This is a serious question for chemists and druggists, 


and for grocers and others, who retail these articles to the 
public ; for we very much doubt if any vendor selling these 
lozenges on the faith of the alleged analysis would not render 
himself liable to an action by any aggrieved purchaser. 

An analysis alleged to be made by Dr. Stevenson 
Macadam states that Vimbos has the following composition : 





CONSTITUENT. VIMBOS. 
Water . ‘ , . : ; : 19°39 
Soluble Nitrogenous Matter and Pep- 

tones (Flesh Forming and Stimu- 

lating) . . . . ; 43°59 
Insoluble Albuminoid Matter (Flesh 

Forming) . , ‘ ; 9°31 
Fatty and other Carbonaceous Matter 

(Heat Producing). ‘ : ; 2°30 
Mineral or Saline Matters including 

Phosphates (Bone Forming) . ° 25'41 

100'00 
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Analysis of ‘‘ Vimbos,” certified by Stevenson Macadam; 
Ph.D.., etc. . 

Our independent analysis shows Vimbos to consist of 
37 per cent. of water, instead of 19°39 per cent., and -dis- 


closes the fact that the total soluble albumen is ‘only 159° 


per cent., which somewhat militates against its value as a 


‘ food, and that it contains more than the amount of water 


alleged in the analysis published by the Vimbos Company, 

Any person buying Vimbos Fluid Beef on the repre- 
sentations made in the published analysis would have 
reasonable ground for strong complaint, if mot for an 
action, against the vendor of the article: ~ 

No arguments can justify that nonsense of reckoning all 
nitrogen as nutriment ; it has no scientific justification what- 
ever. The waste metabolitic matters—the creatin, creatinine, 
etc.—have much nitrogen, but it is about as available for 
nutrition as is the nitrogen of the air. 

Atmospheric air contains about. 790 parts per 1,000 
volumes of nitrogen ; but it is just as scientifically absurd to 
assume that this nitrogen is available for nutriment as it is to 
assume that the total nitrogen in a meat extract represents 
food. If it were otherwise people could live on air, and 
save grocers’ and butchers’ bills. 

We think the principle of publishing analyses of foods 
intended for invalids, and in whose recommendation or 
prescribing the. medical profession plays so important a 


-part,a good one; and the makers and vendors of such 


foods have a serious responsibility which they can in no 
manner relieve themselves of. 

Those responsible for the published analyses sold with 
the Vimbos preparations do not appear to have adequately 
recognised their duty in this respect. The medical man is 
too busy to examjpe into the purity or composition of 
every drug or food he may prescribe, and he must perforce 
take a great deal on trust. 

It is a dangerous thing for the public if his confidence 
be in ‘any way abused. We recommend the Vimbos Co. 
to moderate the analysis they have circulated, as they do 
not appear to us to correctly represent the articles sold to 
the public.” 

Since our contemporary’s disclosure of the above curious 
facts about Vimbos, Dr. Aitken has found it necessary to 
address a further protest to the Press, which was published 
in the Ldinburgh Evening Dispatch of February 16th: 


“Chemical Laboratory, 8, Clyde St., Edinburgh, 
“February 16th, 1898. 
“To the Managing Director, Vimbos (Ltd.), Edinburgh. 

* Dear Sir,— Business engagements have prevented my 
taking earlier notice of your letter of the oth. TI regret to 
say that the explanation it contains is far from satisfactory. 

“Tt seems to mean extraordinary thing that you should 
imagine I intended you’ to publish as an advertisement of 
Vimbos lozenges an analysis in connection with some 
experiments made nearly twelve years ago. 


| science have been availed of to make it worse. 


/ maker, temperance wine merchant, preserved pea merchant, | 
| cocoa manufacturer, etc, should be’ at liberty to add © 
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and you expressly. promised ' vould do. a 
not only implies ceasing to issue ther but the calling i in of 
those already issued. You own letter of the gth inst. 


been taken” to eater your i} : 
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“The box of lozenges referred. to, and which is fod in!" 





my possession, was ordered through the post from your — 


head office about three weeks ago, and was delivered to the 
person who ordered it by ‘one of tae own See foe * 
your own van, es a 
“It is plain, therforags bet E. ane ‘trust you pare ne 
in this matter, and it will be necessary for me to consider a 
what further steps I must.take to attain my object. 
‘As this matter has ‘already obtained publicity I am 
sending this letter to the Press to prevent further mis-— 


understanding, . yous faithfully, "s* a 
« (Signed) A ‘P, AITKEN.” Ae, 

ee Se Mi ; a - 

THE EFFECT OF ADULTERATION ON. INFANTS: ROOD BEE a 
: AND INFANT MORTALITY. es sy 


_ SoME very significant facts were put before the eet ; 
of Medical Officers of Health on February 11th by Dr. E. Epa 
Sergeant. He referred to the numerous and severe out: ; 
breaks of typhoid and other fevers clearly traced to milk 
supplies, but maintained that the aggregate mortality _ 
from minor outbreaks and untraced sporadic cases, the © 
fatal summer diarrhoea of infants—all in one way or < 
another connected with milk—was far greater than that 
from the more alarming epidemics. He adduced Dr. 
‘Niven’s inquiries into the milk supply of Manchester and » 
bovine tuberculosis. Tried by the tuberculin test, 15 to 50 _ 
per cent. of the cows in different parts of Lancashire proved — 
to be affected; he had found 1% per cent. in which the 
udders were implicated, and the admixture of their milk 
with that of others would infect the whole. Dr. Hope 
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detected the bacillus in 2.8 per cent. of samples of +f 
Liverpool milk, but in 24 per cent. of those taken at a ~ 
certain railway station—for the condition of cowsheds in ~ 
rural districts was worse than that in and near towns. oa) 
In addition to this dangerous condition of things there is ~ 

iq 


the very unsatisfactory fact that there is no standard of purity 
for milk, and that dealers frequently dilute it with water which 
may be ‘typhoid infected, or otherwise, and run no risk of 
any punishment so long as the polluted milk shows about ~ 
3 per cent. of fat. The British Medical Journal not long ~ 
ago said: “Nobody can really answer for the cleanliness 
of the cows and the milkers at 5 a.m. on a winter morning | 
on small homesteads in the country. The more con- 
spicuous objects, as cowhairs, are indeed removed by 
straining through coarse muslin, but a quantity of fine 
ditt, which would suffice to render a_ transparent 
liquid visibly turbid, will probably remain. Some of the 
dirt to be seen at the bottom of a pail, jug, or even a glass, 
consists of ‘a mineral dust, but the greater part is neither 
more nor less than cow dung—a fact which furnishes an 
obvious explanation of the myriads of bacillus coli present 
in so many samples of milk; yet, strange to say, no one 
seems to think it necessary to filter milk, though it always 
contains a vast number of the bacilli, a fraction of which 
would be deemed sufficient to condemn any water as unfit | 
for drinking, and the known outbreaks of typhoid fever 
traceable to milk are far more numerous. than those’ 
attributable to public water supplies, for milk presents an ~ 
excellent culture fluid for the bacilli of the bowel.” 7 
This state of things is bad enough, but the resources of © 
Anyone — 
glancing over the pages of dairy trade papers will find ~ 
innumerable advertisements of various drugs recommended 
to dairymen for milk preservatives, proving that it is very diffi- 
cult indeed to procure pure milk. It is an intolerable scandal 
that the milkman, bacon merchant, butter factor, butcher, jam- 
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i powerless. ‘to, prevent or. “punish ‘such actions. . 
; Government is. directly responsible for this reckless. 





regard of the health of the people and purity of our food 
So long ago as 1896 ‘the Select Committee 


pply. 
_ 6f the House of Commons on food products’ adulteration, 
lich had sat for three sessions, presented its report to 
‘House and made recommendations for amending the 
Jaws affecting. adulteration. A Bill was brought in last 
ssion which ignored the opinions of the Committee and 
“foi leave this very quack drugging of foods in the state it 
hi ‘Shea ‘An altered Bill is promised this Session, but, 
-jild ging from the indifference with which the Government 
g egard e question, there is little hope of legislation unless 
ne ‘hands of those who are working for an amended Act in 
the House of Commons are strengthened, and the Govern- 
"ment be made aware of the fact that the subject is far too 
_ gtave a one, and affects too closely the health of the people to 
or of its being shunted to suit the moves of players in 
game of party politics. The last report on infant mor- 
“iy shows that, measured by the proportion of deaths 
i: nder one year of age to births registered, it was equal to 
P3197 | Per 1,000, and exceeded by 10 per 1,000 the mean 
te in the ten preceding years. In andor the rate of 
infant mortality was equal to 159 per 1,000, while it aver- 
3 ed 189 in the thirty-two provincial towns, among which 
it ranged from 131 in Huddersfield, 135 in Croydon, 140° 
in Swansea and in Halifax, 144 in Brighton, and 149 in 
| Bristol to 206 in Nottingham and in Blackburn, 214 in 


5 


Birmingham, 217 in Wolverhampton, 219 in Salford, Ba F 


in Burnley, and 262 in Preston. 


<The last ten years have witnessed vast advances in 
Sanitation and a spread of education by lectures, by cheap 
and good literature, all of which ought to have operated to 
reduce the rate of infant mortality, instead of which it 
steadily i increases. Where then may we look for a cause or 
for causes? Investigation points to the wholesale use of 
eservative drugs in milk, which began some ten years ago 
‘and has since spread until it is practically general. Arti- 
ficial foods for infants, therefore, which require to be made 
up with milk, are all liable to infection, or to become 
‘a vehicle for drugging the infant with any one of the 
numerous drugs in general use. Of some dozens of infants’ 
_ foods examined ‘there is, strange to say, only one or two 
_ which do not require to be made up with cows’ milk. It is 
4 os iahige evident, when the contaminations to which milk 
is subjected by drugs, extraction of fat, dilution with infected 
ater, or its production from tuberculosed cows be con- 
‘dered, that the whole subject of infants’ feeding is in a 
very unsatisfactory state. In England we have been, in 

_ the main, indifferent on the question. 


». Dr. Max Einhorn, Physician to the German Dispeiioasy, 
_ New York, made a series of experiments in the children’s 
ward of Randall’s Island Hospital, New York, and pub- 
lished them in the ew York Medical Journal, of July 20th, 
1889. _A number of infants fed upon artificial foods were 
selected, all of them healthy as regarded their stomachs. 
_ Several food materials were given the infants on different 
_ days, and examined to discover the amount undigested. 
During the days of examiriation the infants were. given 






















he usual food of the institution, but three hours 
after the last feeding, usually about five or six 
‘a.m., the infants were fed with the various foods 


that. were to be investigated, and examinations were after- 
wards made with the stomach tube. These investigations 
showed that Horlick’s Malted Milk was more rapidly 
digested than any of the tested foods on account of its 
tloser similarity to human milk, and of the fact that 7¢ did 
not require the addition of cows milk in its making. The 
- Lancet. published. analyses of. Horlick’s. Malted .Milk and 
human milk, assuming that human milk were dried: ie 








bl Oo e2Gihes ret ae *, 
epgpio . Pils a ; ‘ ‘ | lg i— ral 
reHDGiA Oty Pee othe Per Per, |. Per Per { Per : 
wh Cent. |Cent. | Cent. | Cent. | Cent. : Cent. 
Malted Milk . \ 
(Company 3°27 |46°63 | 17°16 | 6°78 | 22°26 | 3°90 
-- Analysis)... et Po ct 
{ i 
Malted Milk- -aNGS° 60 
- (The Lancet 221 | (and — | 840 |21°85 | °95 
Analysis) ... dex- 
trin) 
Human Milk ...| 4'00 | 46°78 | — |23°39 | 23°39 2°44 





“The Lancet stated that—-“‘ The analysis made in our 
laboratory substantially confirms this, and it will be seen 
that chemically the composition of malted milk resembles 


that of human milk (for which it is offered as a substitute), | 


supposing all but 4 per cent. of water had been removed. 
Important differences, however, consist in the presence in 
the prepared milk of a less quantity of fat ; while, of course; 
the. dextrine owes its origin entirely to the malt. The 
flavour of malted milk is excellent, and it will be interest- 
ing to watch the results accruing from the practical use of 
this product, which is likely enough to prove an important 
contribution to food supply.” 

‘It is by no means a gratifying discovery to find that 
infants’ foods are thus with one, or perhaps two, exceptions 
so liable: to pollution. In fact so great is the evil of 
milk drugging that unscrupulous persons are selling aniline 
dyes»as’ milk colouring in place of parnato. A new 
Adulteration Act is therefore a pressing necessity in the 
interests of public health, but unless strong pressure be 
brought to bear upon the Government, it will be shelved 
this session, as it was last session. 





THE GROCER AS SCAPEGOAT. 


‘A PETITION TO THE RIGHT HON. HENRY 
CHAPLIN, M.P. (See p. 742.) 


Despite the professions of Mr. Chaplin and other 
Ministers that they are anxious to deal with the adultera- 
tion question this Session, members of both parties know 
well that the Government is not anxious to go out of its 
way to remedy the gross wrongs suffered for years too 
patiently by retailers. It is time that those vitally affected 
took steps to bring before the President of the Local 
Government Board and his colleagues in the Government 
their keen sense of the wrongs inflicted upon honest men 
by the present chaotic state of the law, and no better example 
than the recent convictions at Pontypridd for boracic acid 
in butter could be found to illustrate the monstrous injustice. 
For-years grocers have sold butters containing boracic acid, 
and there has beeri no statement from any authoritative 
body warning the trade or the public that boracic acid in 
butter was' an offence under the Food and Drugs Act. 
Suddenly prosecutions. are instituted at Pontypridd, and 
fines of £10 and costs, and £2 and costs are inflicted. 
The traders prosecuted had no more to do with the adultera- 
tion than had the magistrates who punished them or Her 
Majesty’s Ministers themselves, but such is the law. 

A trader sells for years an article believing it to be 
pure, and that he is in no way violating the law; but the 
whim of an official can bring loss of reputation, of trade, 
and of money upon him albeit he has had no desire but to 
act honestly. It may do even worse than this, for as boracic 
acid in butter is held now to be injurious to health, the 
grocer may be indicted-under »Section 3 of the -Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, which renders any person selling an article 
of food with which is mixed any ingredient injurious to 
health liable to a fine of £50, and to imprisonment for six 
months with hard labour for any repetition of the offence. 
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Pore ; - ; are nA a Soe eR Ne Fire Beye es rt woes 
This is an-indefensible state of things, but, nevertheless, ¥ punished. for, offences the 
the danger is real. Our readers will remember the sulphate | perpetrators, the w olesale | dealers ang manuiqcty 
of copper in preserved peas cases. Well, sulphate of copper | scot free. It is necessary, therefore, that the han 
_ was held to be injurious to health, and proceedings could — those members of Parliament who are pressing | fo 
have been taken under Section 3 had the authorities | amendment of the Food and Drugs Act should 
‘chosen to do so. The past few years have seen a host of | strengthened at — once, and if our readers ~’ 
’___ proprietary articles mixed with various drugs, etc., amongst | sign — the form on page 742, sand * returit te 
which is cocoa mixed with foreign substances, such as kola, | to: us, .we . shall undertake that it. is” pre- 

hops, malt, and so forth. Grocers have not been in a | sented, to the President of the Local _Govern- 
position to know if any such added ingredients are dangerous | ment | Board, and. that the voice of the trade Sy 
to health, but medical testimony is becoming very pro- | upon whom the present chaotic and _ unjust Act 
nounced on the question. | most sorely presses, shall be heard in favour of pure 
The Therapeutic Gazette says: “All of the so-called | food and sensible legislation. Meanwhile the Pontypridd — 
‘strengthening remedies,’ which enable a man to accomplish | case and the preserved peas cases teach one grave lesson to % 
more work when he is under their influence, do this, not by | traders, viz., that any foods. drugged with boracic acid, 
adding units of force to his body, but by utilising those sulphate of copper, and Kola or suspicious drugs, are best | 
which he has already obtained and stored away as reserve | left severely alone. It is folly and an injustice to one’s © 
force by tie digestion of his food. Kola, coca,” says our | own self to risk 450 penalties or six months as 
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alers and_ manufacture 






























_ + contemporary, “ while they temporarily cause work done by | with hard labour. 


means of nerve force to seem lighter, do so only by using UTILISATION OF REFUSE AND WAST c PRODU ire ; 


up those units of force which a man ought most sacredly to NM pbb 
keep as his reserve fund. The tired and exhausted con- An Important NEw INDUSTRIAL DEPARTURE IN THE 


dition of the individual who uses these stimulants, with the 
object of accomplishing more work than his fatigued system 
- could otherwise endure, is similar to that of a banker, who, 
under the pressure of financial difficulties, draws upon his 
capital, his reserve fund, to supplement the use of those 
moneys which were designed to be employed in carrying on 
his business.” 
The Pharmaceutical Products further emphasises the 
warning, saying: ‘“‘ Kola has been taken up by people who 
would never enslave themselves to rum or opium, because 
it is announced as a stimulant without reaction. ‘That is 


e 





-UniTED KINGDOM. er 


Ir has long been a reproach to the industrial com: 
munity of the United Kingdom that Germany is far ahead 
of us in the profitable application of technical education and — 
scientific processes for utilising refuse products. There is — 
much truth in the reproach, as witnessed in the case of coal 
tar products, in the production of which Germany plays so 
prominent a part. Although foreign distilleries, in many — 
cases, use far inferior substances to those in general use by — 
English, Scotch, and Irish distilleries, they extract from — 
their waste washings valuable cattle foods, whilst our home — 





drinker or eater, there is the lassitude, the nervous weakness, | profits by drying a few refuse products. In 1895-6 it paid 
- and the tremulousness that ensue from over-drinking ; the | 38 per cent. dividend upon its then capital of £75,000, 
difference is that with kola the reaction comes on more |-The capital of the company has since that time been in- 
gradually. It is in the insidiousness of the drug that the | creased to £150,000, and again to £300,000. According — 


Ral, sheerest nonsense. -There must be reaction from the ex- | distilleries allow these to run’ to waste, and pollute on 
ae hilaration of any stimulant. The first effect of kola is | rivers and streams; the quantity of valuablé food thus 
i SS hardly noticeable: the man who takes it simply feels re- | annually lost being of great value. One German — 
mx freshed, but after eight or ten hours the heart’s action is | industrial company, the Casseler Drying Company, — 

increased enormously; then later, in the habitual kola | of Cassel, has for years past made _enormous a 





| 
; 
mind is that kola is not harmless, but must be used with the | dividend for 1896-7 of 50 per cent. ; the price of its 106 : 
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Mf danger lies. ‘The important point for the public to bear in | to the Kdélnische Zeitung, October 14th, 1897, it. paid a 
same caution as opium or morphine.” marks shares being. then 639 marks. The Jranhfirter 
Ree _ It requires no argument to prove that the grocer does | Zeitung, of February 9th, 1898, quotes the shares as having 
3 not put drugs thus proclaimed to be injurious to health, | risen since then to 650, We are therefore pleased to'see 
e such as boracic acid in butter, sulphate of copper in peas, | that a company has been formed to work in the. United | 
se or kola in cocoa, and the grocer, not being an analyst, can- | Kingdom two patents which cover the entire field of drying 
ver not possibly discover for himself if the articles he vends | waste and semi-waste products such as distillers’ dregs, _ 
v? contain such ingredients—in fact, he may, as the Ponty- | starch refuse, damaged wheat, brewers’ grains, spent hops — 
bis pridd cases showed, be selling the goods in absolute honest | for litter, waste yeast, dextrine, blood, maize and.rye dregs, — 
: faith, and never dream that at any moment the law may | manures, and a great variety of other products, many of 
‘ come down upon him. which are now valueless, but which, when dried by the © 
: it is, therefore, a grave scandal that there is no authori- | Hencke and Cunliffe processes—the patents of which have — 
tative body to define what is or is not adulteration or | been acquired by this English company—become very | 
dangerous to health, and that retailers are daily being ' valuable articles of commerce,and command profitable prices, : 
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And if you cannot obtain them write to the 


-Kurruwa Association. - 


Dans. | 


Devciovs Sowpre Cocoa 
|,. CHOCOLATE Ets _ 
- MADE_IN ENCLAND’ 


b, George Street, Tower Hill, E.¢. 





















of the - principal breweries, distilleries, 

apeeHTeS, etc., in France, Germany, Denmark, 
ungary, | ‘Holland, Belgium, Russia, America, 
, Sweden, Switzerland, andthe Transvaal, and have. 
n highly testimonialised by some of the largest English 
firms of brewers, starch manufacturers, etc., and by scores 
of foreign users. The value of the processes have been 
demonstrated. in England and have secured for the new 
company the financial support of several heads of the largest, 
ealthiest, and most influential English firms. One result 
a ‘this new departure should be a large diminution in the 

mount of imported fodder, manures, cattle foods, etc., and 

some. of the largest firms in these businesses having 
Ah samples analysed have offered to buy as much of the 
ous  fodders, litters,” foods, and manures as the new 
company can produce at prices showing profits even larger 
than those declared by the Casseler Company. With the 
commercial value of the patents thus established, and a 
market demand existing for the articles produced, the 
British Drying Company, Limited, ought not only to earn 
large dividends, but do much to recover some of the mil- 
lions now annually wasted in polluting our-rivers. A recent 
issue: of the Frankfurter Gen. Anz. gives the following 
} peepordioary progress of the Casseler Company : — 











































r n 1893-4 the turnover was 26 046, 192 marks= £1,270,546 
» (1894-5 yy os 365561,039 yy =LK1,783,498 

oy eee » 9) oo 5730585753 = 42,783,354 

: ” 1896- ‘its ae le 95,676,106 ,, = 44,067,127 


and i in the first nine months of 1897 the turnover increased 
to 158,276,440 marks (47,720,802). Working on similar 
lines in the United Kingdom, the British Drying Company, 
‘Limited, ought to be a very profitable investment. A copy 
“ the Company's s prospectus appears on another page. 
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A NEW DEPARTURE IN INCANDESCENT LIGHTING. 


RECENT scientific developments i in mantles and in lamps 
would seem to indicate that the days of the existing incan- 
e descent light are likely to be soon numbered. Few save the 
shareholders will regret this, as in practice the mantle 
hitherto in use has “been. an irritating and costly article, 
“whilst: attempts to use it on lamps or for street lighting 
_ have in the main beén unsatisfactory despite anti-vibration 
3 attachments. 

-.’A mantle has-been discovered which is devoid of the 
Bir tsloness of those in use, is twice as lasting and givesa 
greater light, and the public and local authorities will 
3 Beverly have the benefit of it. A lamp has also been in- 

vented which will give with the new mantle a light of 2 50 or 

500 candle power, as against the nominal 60 candle power 

of the present mantle, and is more economical, costing less 
than half. The light, too, is better, more nearly resembling 
a sunlight, and colours are less: affected. than by other 
4 





-incandescents. Altogether the new discoveries promise to 
pert an entire ode jatict in incandescent lighting. 


THE PROMISED. NEW. ADULTERATION ACT. 


- Str Joun Dorincton, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, Mr. 
_ Jefiteys, and Mr. Jasper More (as a deputation from the 
_ Unionist members for agricultural constituencies) had an 
% interview with Mr. Balfour recently, and urged that the 

_ Government should lose no time in introducing the promised 

_ Bill against the adulteration of dairy and food products, and 
that they should in that measure as far as possible follow the 
q recommendations of the Select Committee, who reported 
q upon the subject last Session. Mr. Balfour, in reply, stated 
_ that the Government hoped to find an early opportunity of 
_ bringing forward such a Bill on the subject as would, he 
: trusted, substantially satisfy the agricultural members. 


& 
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eer GERM. FREE WATER. 


THe terrible visitations at Maidstone oe King’s Lynn ae 
will not be devoid of public value if the truth they teach be" 


obeyed. Anyone drinking water should have it germ Sree, 
and for securing this the ordinary filters are.no use-—they 
are mostly disease distributors. Public Health says: — 
“Although charcoal filters still appear in health ex- 
hibitions, nothing is more remarkable in the last few years 
than the revolution in thought as to filters. It appears to 


be generally agreed that only filters of the Pasteur-Chamber- 


land style, like those shown by Messrs. J. Defries & Son, 
can be relied on for removing specific infective material 
from drinking water. Messrs. Defries showed, among othet 
things, a plan of a waterworks filter for river supply, with an 


400 gallons per hour was shown at work, the suction 
through ithe porous cylinders being caused by induced 
vacuum.’ 


THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 


IMPORTANT APPEAL. 


BEFORE Mr, Justice Wright and Mr. Justice Darling, 
forming a Divisional Court, the matter of Farley v. Higgin- 
botham came on for hearing on February 25th. Mr. 
Jordan stated that he appeared for the appellant, who was 
the proprietor of a shop known as Slater’s, Market Street, 
Newton-le-Willows. He appealed from a conviction by the 
magistrates on October 3oth, 1897, for an offence under 
Section 17 of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875. The facts 
were shortly these. A police constable named Duncan, not 
duly appointed under the Food and Drugs Act, but acting 
under the instructions of Inspector John Higginbotham, 
who was a duly-appointed officer under the Act, went into 
the shop of the appellant and demanded to be supplied with 
half-a-pound of coffee. He was supplied, whereupon he 
was joined by another constable. He then stated that the 
coffee was to be taken away for analysis. The appellant 
himself was not in the shop at the time, but his manager, 
entering at the moment, heard what was going on. The 
coffee was lying on the counter divided into three separate 
lots. Thereupon the manager swept the whole lot on to the 


floor, and refused to supply the constable with another half-. 


pound of coffee. He (counsel) submitted that the appellant 
was wrongly convicted under Section 17 of the Act. 


sections. 

Mr. Justice Wright: Did they tender the price ? 

Counsel replied that the tender was made for the first’ 
lot, which was received, but not for the second half-pound 
demanded. The manager offered to return the money for 
the first half-pound of coffee. As a matter of fact the 
assistant was acting in direct opposition to the written orders 
of his employer, who had given instructions that when coffee 
was asked for by customers he was to tell them it was coffee 
and chicory, except in the cases where it was really pure 
coffee. 
the goods was not a duly authorised person. 

Mr. W. G, Clay, for the respondent, was not called upon 
by the Court. 

Mr. Justice Wright, in giving his decision, said he 
thought that the police constable Duncan was acting under 
the instructions of a duly authorised person within the 
meaning of the Act, and that there had been a refusal to 
supply. The most serious question was, was Mr. Farley, as 
owner of the shop, liable for the act or his manager? Had 
the offence been committed here by a purely subordinate 
servant it was possible that the master would not be held 
liable. He (the learned judge) said nothing about that, 
but if it was said that the master was not liable for his 
manager it would open the door for a very different state of 
things. In fact, the Act could not be worked. The appea 
would be dismissed. 

Mr. Justice Darling concurred, au the appeal wes 
dismissed with costs. 


The 
magistrates had convicted wrongly, they having confused the. 


Again, the person who asked to be supplied with. 


_ output of 3,000,000 gallons per day. A cell working up to — 
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ee at oa Bull and Hitcher ‘Inn, Castle Street, Farnham, 
Re pleaded guilty, to selling adulterated whisky on F ebruary 2. 
_ ~—Mr. E. Jackson. said the defendant was no party to the | 


adulteration, but of course, he must bear the responsibility. 


In palliation of the offence, he stated that » the defendant’s 
e sister had emptied whisky and water left by two customers 
The defendant and his sister had had a | 
_No- 
man in the ordinary course of his business would: have 


into the bottle. 
quarrel over the matter, and the sister had left: him. 


diluted the whisky to the extent in this case, viz., 41% per 


cent. under proof, or 163 below the 25 per cent. allowed.— | 
_- Inspector Cliff having given evidence, defendant was fined — 
45 and costs. 


At Lampeter on F ebruary 26, Gwen Jones, Vale of Towy 


; ‘Inn, Llanybyther, who sold whisky, 10 per cent. below the 


mark, was fined 5s and costs, and ordered to pay ee aS 
analyst’ a fee; 


BUTTER. 

Ar Gateshead, on February 25, before Alderman 
Scott and Mr. C. R. Greene, a young woman named Mary 
Jane Fitzpatrick, of Bridge Street, was charged with selling 
a pound of margarine for butter. The Food and Drugs 
inspector stated that he visited defendant’s shop and asked 
for a pound of butter, which was supplied by the defendant. 
The butter was analysed, and it was found to be margarine, 
and not butter. The defendant said she bought it as butter 
and sold it as butter. She got no guarantee with it. She 
generally sold it in small quantities, and fully believed i it to 
be butter. The Bench ordered her to pay a fine of 108, 


including costs. 


At Birmingham on February. 24, George Hiden, wir 
son Green Road, was fined £3 and costs for having sold 
butter which contained 55. per cent. of foreign fat, and also 
#3 and costs for haying sold butter which contained 50 


per cent. of foreign fat. —Arthur John Clarke, provision 


dealer, Icknield Port Road, was fined 5s. and. costs for 
having exposed for sale margarine which was not properly 
labelled. | 

Ar Preston, on February 26th, Alice Sharples, shop- 
keeper, of F ulwood, Preston, was summoned by Inspector 
Parkinson, of the Royal Lancashire Agricultural Society, for 
selling adulterated butter. The Inspector said he purchased 
a quantity of butter from the defendant, paying for it at the 
rate of 1s. 2d. per lb. The public analyst’s certificate 
showed it to contain 10 per cent. of water and. 80 per cent. 
of foreign fats. The ‘defendant’s solicitor said she pur- 
chased the butter from another shopkeeper as. pure butter; 
The Bench fined her 4os. and costs.—Thomas Wynne, also 
of Fulwood, was fined 5s. and costs for exposing margarine 
without a label intimating its nature. 





OLIVE OIL. 


A CHEMIST named George Peter Pond, of Fleet Street 
and Borough High Street, was summoned on February 23, 
by Inspector Howes, of St. Mary’s, Newington, forselling olive 
oil adulterated with eighty per cent. of cotton seed oil.—Mr. 
Crocker, for the defence, submitted that the defendant’s 
manager at the shop in Borough High Street. was ill at the 
time the oil was purchased, and the shop-boy labelled it 

‘olive oil” in mistake, whereas the label ought to have 
et « sweet oil.” The boy, however, gave evidence that 
he did not know what sweet oil was. The magistrate said 
he was satisfied that for a very long time past, when olive 
oil was asked for, the cheaper article known as sweet oil 
had been served. 
had shown very great neglect in carrying it on, 


He must 
pay a fine of £5 ‘and costs, ; 


SEIDLITZ POWDER. 


CHARLES Hopcoon, of the Coningsby Arms, Con- 
ingsby Road, Ealing, was summoned at Brentford, by Mr. 
Tyler, the inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, for 






The defendant did a large business, and | 


g a seidlitz powder which | 
stance, and aially ernie! he purc 
| cate was produced, showing that the bin ue | 
| deficient in soda to the.extent of 29 perc y 
packet had an under proportion of tartaric acid. i i 
| penalty of 2s, 6d. xy ere was imposed. iad tat 
See in Wis Bop Ke wie fou A ey ft ys ae 
Halt ute Conk] 3 
eee AN. MP. POISONED. BY TINNED. FOOD. | 
= $3 A ‘SENSATION was “caused ata Primrose reed 
Winsford, Cheshire, by the announcement that the’ 
Alan de Tatton Egerton, M.P. for the Knutsford Divi 
of Cheshire, was suffering from the effects of poisoning 









ing, but he wrote from his London house in Mayfair tha 
to his intense regret, this was impossible as he was 
just out of ‘bed-after ten’ days’ illness tiga 38 Eppa: 
ance hei i c I pais 


AN. APPEAL IN THE. HOME ‘AND COLONIAL ‘STO 
+ 5 CASE. Hes sth we ce 


Pie Wate Hebe: (C. V. Young aud Win 
attended before Mr. d’Eyncourt, at North London, « 






on las sas 
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he 








February 26, to enter an appeal in the case of sae 


Islington Vestry v. The Home and Colonial | Store 
(Limited).” 
which contained. 85 per cent. of chicory. . 


the percentage of chicory at 66 per cent. 
up was that ample disclosure had been made, and that the 


mixture was sold in a wrapper marked “‘ Home and Colonial 


Mr. d’Eyncourt agreed to accept the deposit of 


Coffee and Chicory.” Mr. d’Eyncourt held that a. verbal | 
disclosure was also necessary, and he fined the company. 43 3) 
and costs, Against this decision. the company now. wished 
to appeal. 
the money, as it was-stated that-no director was available to” 


enter into bail, and that was the last day for entering the 
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SPIRIT DILUTION ‘NOTICES. 


Ar Newbury, on February 25th, Mr. janids Peactieyy, 


landlord of the “Weaver's Arms,” - Cheap © Street, was 


summoned at the instance of the Newbury Town Council, 
as the Urban Sanitary Authority forthe borough, under the 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, for having oo yee below 
the statutory limit of strength. i 


Mr. T. Q. Louch, Town Clerk, prosecuted, and My 
Charles Lucas defended. Mee 


Mr. S. J. Lee Vincent, the dugpestor. gave éyidenee) of , 


having purchased, on the roth January, at the “* Weaver’s 
Arms,” half a pint of Scotch whisky. The public analyst’s 
report showed that the sample was 38° "54 per cent. below 


proof, or 13°54 per cent. below the minimum ee by the : 


Act. 


The hon. member had been expected to address the wen , 
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‘The prosecution was one for selling. co so, 
Two other 
analyses had been made, and the average of the three gave 
The defence set 
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Mr. Pollard, assistant to Mr. Vineeab gave corrobora- d 


tive evidence. 
Mr. Lucas contended that the printed notices: on: the 
walls, one of which he produced in court, were sufficient 


the printed card had been hung in his house for six years. 


were not in accord with a more recent decision. 

After a short deliberation, Mr. Mason said -the 
magistrates had decided to fine Peachey 42 and 12s. costs. 
The penalty he was liable to was £20, and Peachey was 
bound to draw the attention of his customers to the fact 
of his whisky being diluted. The printed notices were no 
protection. The license would not be endorsed. 

Mary Deane, of the “ Tiger Inn,” Bartholomew Street, 
was summoned for a similar offence, and, on her behalf, 
Mr. Lucas pleaded guilty. She admitted that she sold 


same condition as it was received from the dealers. 
/ The Bench imposed a fine of £1, including costs, but 
| said the license would not be endorsed. 





indication to a purchaser, and called Mr. Peachey, who said © 


Mr.: Louch’ stated that the cases quoted by Mr. Lucas 


whisky 36 below proof, but it was retailed in exactly the 










THE MORPHINE “ko GOeRINE 
my GH KOLA IS ANS EASY STEP. fo ip 
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efe ding hi indict against fbrphis, icing: 

la, before the Ohio publishers, “Commissidner Black: 
instanced the horrors that result from the habits pro- 

i by these insidious substances. © We quote him in/part: 

It is scarcely ten years ago since I learned that there 

uch a thing as a morphine or cocaine habit. I went 
e one evening and found a telegram announcing that a 

- relative was dangerously sick at a sanitarium in Cincin- 
nd asking us to care for him. I took the first train 
ncinnati, found him, and discovered that the sanitarium 
an institution devoted to the cure of the morphine habit. 
not know until my arrival the nature of his trouble. 
ved several days, and at periods was lucid and con- 
s. He told me he was not afraid to die; that hell 
had no terrors for him ; that he had lived the most 
nable existence for the Tast. fifteen years that it was 
ble for the imagination to invent. Of all the torment, 
g ny and suffering, more than he had ever dreamt of he 
| endured since acquiring the morphine habit. His 
1 came with a terrible shock to the members. of his 
7, as none of them ever suspected that he was a victim 
) F that drug. 
me <1 went to ‘Indianopolis to close up his ehate and 
ned from the man whom he had left in charge of his 
iness that there were dozens of morphine victims in that 
munity... I came in. contact with a number of them 
while there, and they are the most gaunt, amuserable, dis- 
ressed mortals that creep the earth. 

Another case ; a gentleman I knew shortly before: 

I engaged in the drug business. He was using, when I 

rst knew him, about five grains of cocaine a day ; but 

had been an haditué for some time, and although he 

a very large business he soon began to neglect it 

give himself up to the pernicious enjoyment of this 

rsed drug. He tried to quit several times, and_ his 
struggles were pitiful to observe. He tried other stimu- 
lants—whiskey and cocaine—with the result of acquiring 

_ the cocaine and morphine habit.. At this. time 

e was in the height of his popularity; and married one 

f the brightest young women of the County, and, their 

pr Se spects to the outside world seemed brilliant. . About 

two years afterward a child was born to them, and it 
as the most pitiful looking object that I ever saw. It 

Ghiy lived a few months. The father kept getting worse, 

and he, too, died, but not until he had taught his wife how 

to use morphine, ‘and had ordered it for her relief in some 

; ordinary complaint. After his death she returned to her 

parents in a neighbouring town. She wrote me repeatedly 

for morphine, claiming it was to be used for “la grippe.” I 

‘sent her one or two small quantities, but refused to supply 

her further as my suspicions were aroused that she was not 
using it for a legitimate purpose. The last time I ever saw 

_her she stood in my store wringing her hands and begging 

me for the love of God to supply her with enough morphine 

5 to save her life. I gave her a small quantity and forbade 

_ her ever to enter my store again. ¢ 

ith “ That Iam not the only one that has observed the ter- 

_rible effect of these drugs can be abundantly proven by a 
trifling investigation. Since publicity has been given to the 

; prosecutions begun by the department of which T am at the 

head, numerous persons have come to me and to the drug 

inspector, Mr. Herbst, and related incidents of the most 
harrowing character. Numerous cases can be cited right 
here in Columbus where the habit was acquired solely 

through the use of so-called patent medicines. . In my 
talks with druggists in all parts of the State I. learn that 
nearly every drug store has more or less of these helpless, 

3 hopeless victims. 

“Several months ago one of my chemists mentioned the 
name of a well known catarrh cure, and stated that in a cer- 
tain Massachusetts town it began to be generally used 
among the employees of a large cotton mill. The label 
"stated that it contained cocaine. In a short time the per- 

sons using this preparation learned that it was the cocaine 
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Anata gave ae ifivnatery relief sought re and they began | 
buying ‘it directly from the drug stores. Ina few months — 


nearly the entire working population of the town was cont 
peely coaprgecd from its use.” ; 


ADULTERATION IN BELFAST. 

_ THE report df the city analyst (Dr. John F, Hodgel 
for the quarter ended January 31st, states: “I have the 
honour to report that during the past quarter I received oe 
analysis from the inspector 120 articles of food, viz. 
Samples of butter, 13 ; sweetmilk, 64; whisky, 5; burtee 
milk, 9; ginger, 5; pepper, 6; mustard, 2; coffee, 2; 
flour, 4; wheatmeal, 4 ; Indianmeal, as 
and cream of tartar, 3. Of these 6 samples sold as butter 
were found to be adulterated; 7 samples of sweetmilk, 3 





'¢ k 
i a 


samples of buttermilk, and 1 of whisky were adulterated ; 


and 2 samples of sweetmilk of poor quality. Since 


_ February, 1897, 464 articles have been submitted to me for 


analysis, and the following articles reported by me as 
adulterated: Butter, 20 samples; sweetmilk, 15; butter- 
milk, 10; and whisky, 1 In the year only 9 samples of 
whisky were received, one of which was adulterated. It is 


satisfactory to be able to report that the adulteration of . 


mustard and pepper, formerly so common, appears no 
longer to exist in the city, though adulterated mustard 
continues to be found in country districts. Prosecutions 


for the adulteration of butter; sweetmilk, and buttermilk | 


were instituted, and fines amounting to Alo5 16s, were 
inflicted by the bench of magistrates. As in former years, 
the food inspector (David M’Master) has been found to 
perform his duties in a most satisfactory manner, and I take 
the liberty of suggesting that as the increased area of the 
city must considerably increase his work, some addition 
should be made to his present salary.” 


BEER MATERIALS. 

At the thirteenth sitting of the Beer Materials’ Com- 
mittee, the Earl. of Pembroke and Montgomery in the 
chair, Mr. Philip Schidrowitz, a member of the Berlin 
Chemical Society, said there were a good many breweries 
in Bavaria which brewed on a system something very much 
like the English system. ‘They used less hop, and they 
lagered their beers longer than was done in England, but 
otherwise there was no very’ great difference between the 
two systems. The use of substitutes was absolutely pro- 
hibited in Norway just as it was at Bavaria. He was clearly 
of. opinion that the use of substitutes entailed the introduc- 
tion into beer of substances not present in beer brewed from 
barley, malt, and hops alone. The objects for which 
substitutes were recommended were soundness, clarification, 
reducing viscosity, rapid conditioning, priming, flavour, 
brightness, and prevention of yeast turbidity, but all these 
objects could be obtained by natural means. The evidence 
before the committee showed that Bass’s working-men’s 
beer was made from all malt, and the fact that the majority of 
English brewers still brewed from all malt proved that good 
sound beer, light and bright, could be brewed without 
addition of substitutes or sugars. Experiments had been 
made by Messrs. Barth, Schmidt, and others on themselves 
and on animals, with impure glucoses, which showed that 
very undesirable results ensued on injecting or drinking the 
unfermentable and unfermented residues, producing head- 
ache of long duration, and other symptoms similar to those 
observed after drinking impure spirits. On the other hand, 
similar results were obtained by Von Mering by injecting 
the residue of pure beer. In conjunction with Dr. ‘Tunni- 
cliffe, Mr. Schidrowitz had examined the residues of some 
sugars and their effects on animals, and had also made 
similar. experiments with pure beer residues. These 
experiments tended to show that the unfermented residues 
of commercial sugars have important effects on animals. 
Those effects were apparently deleterious, but there had 
not been a sufficient time or opportunity to fully investigate 
the matter, and consequently the witness could not express 
a decided opinion. Dr. Tunnicliffe had experimented by 
administering beer residues and pure beer to cats which had 
been previously chloroformed. 
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To the Right Hon, HENRY CHAPLIN, MP, 







. President of the Local Government Board. yee 
y ‘ PEPPEOSOSOOPOL OLE SEOFOEEEE SOSH PFOHOEO SOO eee core 
‘Sad et) WIR, he 
a We wish to bring to your notice some +3 the. hardships suffered by all engaged in the 
me). sale of foods, drugs, or drinks, owing to the existing state of the laws affecting adulteration. 
eee There is no uniformity of procedure and no real definition of what constitutes | 
___ adulteration, and there, are no standards of purity for many articles. In consequence of | 


_ this traders are prosecuted, suffer the loss of their good repute, and are put to great 
expense for offences which they do not and could not commit. A tow cases will show how | 
a great the injustice is. 


a An article in enormous use is butter, and for years ‘the makers have added drugs sack 
we as boracic acid to preserve it, and grocers, who have had no hand or part in the adding | 


-. . of this or other drugs, have sold such butter believing such sale to be no offence. 
ee ', Suddenly, prosecutions have been instituted in various parts of the country, and at 
Pontypridd, on January 19th, 1898, a retail grocer was. prosecuted and fined for selling 
tee butter containing boracic acid, whilst in other places summonses pas the same alleged 
a offence were withdrawn or dismissed with costs. ¥ 
Similar anomalies exist with cocoa, mustard, ginger, vinegar and numerous - other articles, — 
In some places magistrates hold that starch, sugar or drugs added to cocoa are adultera-— 
tions, and retailers have been fined accordingly. In other places prosecutions for identical — 
alleged offences have been dismissed. The retailer does not drug or alter the articles, of — 
food, and it is intolerable that honest traders should be so harassed, lose their good repute, and 
( suffer in pocket for the vagaries of local authorities and offences Pepuemntten by manufacturers. — 
: As regards cocoa, it has of late become the custom of some manufacturers to add 
drugs like kola, and considerable quantities of these cocoas are now sold, but the retail — 
trader may find any day (as with the use of boracic acid in butter) that any local q 
authority may prosecute him and inflict on him annoyance, expense, and loss of good 4 
“ repute, or even imprisonment, because kola, like boracic acid, may any day be declared an ~ 
offence under Clause 3 of The Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, which states that : 
. * No person shall mie, colour, stain, or powder, or order or permit any other person 1a. 
_ mia, colour, stain, or “powder, any article of food with any ingredient or material so as to ~ 
render the article injurtous to health, with intent that the same may be sold in that state, — 
and no person shall sell any such article so mixed, coloured, stained, or powdered, under a — 
penalty in each case not exceeding fifty pounds for the first offence; every offence, after a — 
conviction for a first offence, shall be a misdemeanour, for which the person, on conviction, — 
shall be imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months with hard labour.” : 
It is surely an outrage on law and justice that honest retailers selling articles con- 
taining boracic acid, kola, and other drugs, believing such harmless, should be liable to 
be imprisoned for six months with hard labour. 
These instances, we submit, furnish grave reasons why a Government measure, of a © 
comprehensive kind, dealing with adulteration is more pressingly necessary than any other 
legislation. 
In bare justice to retailers, we ask that: 1. There should be established a Court of — 
Reference composed of wholesale and retail traders, analysts and representatives of Somerset — 
House, having the power of declaring, from time to time, standards of purity, so that — 
traders may be warned of what may be offences against the Act. : 
2. That on the production of an invoice by the retailer, or evidence proving that the 
alleged adulterated article was sold in the same state as received from the wholesale dealer 
or manufacturer, the prosecution, if any, should be directed against the wholesale trader or 
manufacturer really responsible for the adulteration. 
3. That there should be uniformity in the working of the Acts, and the main recom- — 
mendations of the late Select Committee of the House of Commons should be embodied in 
* the new Act of Parliament. | 3 





We are, Sir, 
Yours obediently, 
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To be returned to Food and Sanitation, 4, Ave Maria Lane, London, H.C. 
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ae, BORACIC ACID AND OTHER DRUGS IN FOOD. 
. By. Otro -Heuner, F.L.C. 
(Past President of the Society of Public Analysts.) 


In an able and interesting letter to the Pall Mall 
‘Gazette, of February 25, Mr. Hehner says : 


“Of late years a practice has sprung up on the part of 
~ dealers in certain perishable food materials to add antiseptic 
substances with a view to keep their goods marketable fora 
' greater length of time than would be the case without such 
‘addition. ' In the case of certain articles, such as imported 
‘ butter, the practice has become almost universal. While it 

is an undeniably meritorious act to cause two blades of 
' grass to grow where previously only one was produced, and 
- equally meritorious to prevent valuable food-material from 
_perishing by decomposition before or after it reaches the 
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eonsumey it Perareaiie gravest consideration of those who 


-have to watch over the purity of the food of the nation and 


over public health whether this practice does not do at least 
as much harm as it does good. Antiseptics are chemicals 
which exert a poisonous action «upon bacteria,’ yeasts, and 
moulds, upon the growth of which the decomposition of 
food-substances depends. As there is no known difference. - 
between the protoplasm of the lowly organised cells referred. 
to and that which builds up the _animal ‘body, it is practi- 
cally certain that what is poison to a bacterium is, to ‘say 
the least, not beneficial to the human organism. Abun- 
dant experiments have, indeed,.proved that all’ antiseptics 
are more or less injurious to animals; some of them violently 
so, others to a much less degree. To these less active sub- 
stances belongs boracic acid, which, at the same’ time, is 
but a comparatively feeble antiseptic, and of which, in con- 
sequence, a larger proportion is required to retard- or ‘pre- 
vent the decomposition of food material, than of the’ more 
powerful and hence more poisonous antiseptics, 

Even in the exceedingly unlikely contingency of the 
existence of an antiseptic absolutely harmless to man, such . 
substance would still be a most undesirable addition to 
food, because it would interfere not only with the growth of 
bacteria in the food, but also-of those abounding: :in our 
digestive canal, fulfilling there a somewhat obscure function, 
but a function all the same with which it is not the. business 
of our grocer and butterman to interfere. 

When it is realised that at«almost every meal ‘we are 
physicked without desiring to have medicine administered, 
least of all at the hands of those who know -nothing of 
therapeutics—our. purveyors of food—and , moreover, without 
our being informed of that circumstance, it is but fair that 
the public should be wide awake to that important fact. 
The butter on our table, in the great majority: of cases; = 
contains from } to 1 per cent. of boracic acid; hams and | 
bacon are “ cured ” with it; herrings are pickled indit’s 
potted cream almost invariably is preserved with it, and 
milk not rarely so. Thus, towards our breakfast: alone five * 
different dealers contribute their boracic acid. ~Then the- 
jam and other preserves very o‘ten contain salicylic acid, 
while formaldehyde (formalin) and bisulphite of lime also 
belong to this surreptitiously administered drug .collection. = 
This is surely not as it ought.to be. Admitting-most wil- : 
lingly that no dealer in food would knowingly add anything 
to the goods he sells that might prove positively injurious, 
it would be absurd to conterd that the continuous: and 
enforced consumption of evgn comparatively., harmless 
chemicals can be without effect upon our constitution, and 
the suspicion infallibly arises whether the surreptitious. use 
of these drugs, in many cases at least, is not at the bottom 
of the universal digestive troubles which are the curse of 
our generation. 

With the appearance of every antiseptic—salicylic acid, 
boracic acid, formalin, and others—the absolutely harmless 
nature of each single one has always, at the same time, been 
alleged, generally under high scientific authority, but ex- 
tended experience has equally invariably shown that harm- 
lessness in drugs and antiseptics does not in reality exist. . 
Our food should, in any case, be free from drugs. When 
such are required, they ought to be administered under: 


| competent medical advice, and not at the pleasure of the 


grocer. The very least which can be insisted uponis that 
the consumer should have due notice of the presence of a 
constituent which he may find by experience does not agree 
with him. 

Mr. Giles appears to object to the discussion just now 
‘‘ when the subject is under the consideration of the Govern- 
ment and of local authorities.” Surely if this were so, the time 
for discussion would be most opportune. But it is more than 
doubtfnl whether the Government seriously intends to amend 
our present food laws during the present session, and still much 
more doubtful whether any bill that may exist contains, or 
that may be prepared will. contain, any reference whatever 
to food preservatives. . And as to local authorities, it is 
certainly a fact that a fine has lately been imposed at a 
Welsh court for selling butter containing a larger proportion - 


of boracic acid than is usually present in that article, and 
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| public ‘discussion cannot possibly prejudice that chose 


Mr. Giles further states that it is inaccurate that in Ger- 


many the use of preservatives is prohibited by law. Mr. 


' Giles is here in error. All antiseptics, properly so called, 
‘are illegal in Germany; and in a work now before me 
_ (“Food Legislation in Germany,” by Wurzburg) boracic acid 
‘is specially referred to as prohibited. In many other coun- 
tries the use of preservatives in food is absolutely forbidden, 
as in Belgium, the United States, and, I think, in Denmark ; 
while in other countries salicylic acid is prohibited. In 
~ England almost alone no regulations whatever exist on this 
important matter, and while no directly poisonous or 
' palpably injurious effects can be proved as accompanying 
_ the use of the doses of antiseptics usually present, Section 3 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, which deals with 
the prohibition of the mixing of injurious ingredients with 
food, cannot be applied. 

If means not involving the use of preservatives were 
‘unknown, some excuse might exist for the employment of 
these chemicals, but even then with due notice to the 
purchaser ; but since perishable articles like meat and 
butter can be kept indefinitely without any addition what- 
ever in the cold stores which have been established in all 
important centres, the last shred of reason for the employ- 
ment of chemicals has disappeared. No appreciable harm 
would be done to the pockets of the consumer if to- 
morrow the use of all antiseptics in food were 
prohibited. Be it understood, that I do not by any means 
_ advocate so extreme a course. The English farmer would 
decidedly profit. While English butter more often than not 
’ is free from preservatives, French, Dutch, and Italian almost 
invariably contain boracic acid. If, from the mode of pre- 
paration or of collection, such foreign butters cannot be sold 
. in England free from boracic acid, then by all means put a 
stop to their importation, to the benefit of our own farmers 
and the consumers. Cleanliness in the dairy and a know- 
ledge of the causes which induce premature decomposition 
- obviate the apparent necessity of the use of chemicals. 

As a chemist I say emphatically that the less, in our 
present imperfect state of knowledge of the complex matters 
which constitute our daily food, the chemist meddles with 
‘the products which plants and animals provide us with, the 
better for every consumer.’ The chemist has enough to do 
in assisting the producers in matters where he can really 
benefit them, without applying his imperfect knowledge to 
one of the most delicate of all processes, the nutrition of 
the human organism. And, as a matter of course, this 
remark applies far more strongly to those who cannot 
pretend to know the little that is known to chemists and 
physiologists—namely, to the grocers on whose behalf 
Mr. Giles has addressed you. 


WHAT 1S. CHOCOLATE P 


At the Lambeth Police Court, on February 17th, the 
adjourned summons was resumed. Mr. Travers Humphreys, 
who appeared for the defence, remarked that the summons 
being under Sec. 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, the 
dispute depended upon what was the nature, substance and 
quality of the article demanded by a person who asked for 
chocolate. It must be admitted by everybody that there 
was no such thing as pure chocolate. There was, indeed, 
no such thing as chocolate. It was a mixture composed of 
cocoa and other ingredients, and something was needed to 
make these ingredients bind together, and for that purpose 
cocoanut stearine was used. Something had to be used, 
because there was not sufficient oil in the cocoa to 
enable one to make the slabs of chocolate bind 
together. It appeared from his instructions to be almost 
universal, or, at all events, to be very common to use this 
ingredient which came from the cocoanut, a distinct thing 
from the cocoanut tree. From that nut there came an oil 
which, when ‘refined, was absolutely free from taste and 
smell, which never became rancid, and which was highly 
nutritious and very digestible, and was an excellent article 
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of diet. It was an expensive article, and, as a matter of 
fact, was more expensive than cocoa itself. Therefore it 
could not be said in the words of the Act that it was use 

for the purpose of fraudulently increasing the bulk of the 
article. He would be able to show that this ingredient was 


not put in to fraudulently increase the bulk, that it was not 


injurious to health, and that something of the sort must be 
used, and he should ask the Court if these facts were proved 
to dismiss the summons. 

Mr. S. W. Marsden, solicitor to the Vestry, called Dr. 
Frank Teed, public analyst for the parish of Camberwell, 
who expressed the opinion that cocoanut stearine was a 
foreign ingredient that should not be found in chocolate. 
His definition of chocolate was the cocoa bean mixed with 
sugar. That definition was supported by all the authorities 
he had consulted in the matter. 

Replying to the magistrate, Dr. Teed said the complete 
analysis, speaking from recollection, was 38°8 cocoanu 
stearine, 26 sugar, and the balance cocoa. Occasionall 
starch and sago were found in chocolate, but he did not 
consider they ought to be there. He believed, however, 
that the Samerset House authorities had expressed a con 
trary opinion. He did not consider cocoanut stearine to be 
injurious to health. 

By Mr. Humphreys : 
highly digestible. 

Mr. Humphreys : Is it nutritious ? 

Dr. Teed : I believe niggers thrive on it. (Laughter). 

Mr. Humphreys: I would rather deal with the people 
of Lambeth, who are not niggers. Would it be nutritious 
by itself? 

Dr. Teed: I should like to experiment on you. 
newed laughter.) 

Mr. Humphreys: Could you tell me from your know- 
ledge whether this article is in your opinion nutritious ? 

Dr. Teed: I should say it was nutritious. 

Mr. Hopkins: All vegetable oils are. 

For the defence, Mr. Otto Hehner, analyst, was called, 
and said he had from time to time analysed cocoa butter, 
which was a highly-refined cocoanut oil, from which the 
fluid portions had been pressed out. From experiments he 
had made in his household and from chemical tests he 
should say that it was an exceedingly wholesome and easily- 
digested article of food. He knew it was largely used in the 
manufacture of chocolate creams, but he had not, to his 
recollection, met it in slab chocolate. 

Mr. Marsden : Would you, as an ordinary member o 
the public, going into a shop and buying chocolate expect 
to find 38 per cent. of cocoanut stearine? Dr. Hehner: 
I must say I-never expect anything. (Laughter.) I know 
as a matter-of-fact that it is largely used as an article of 
trade, and that it is used in the manufacture of chocolate 3 
38 per cent. was a fair amount of fat in chocolate. Mr. 
W. C. Saunders, Secretary of the London Confectioners’ 
Association, said there was no generally accepted standard 
for chocolate ; cocoanut stearine was used very largely in 
the manufacture of chocolate. : 

Mr. Hopkins delivered a written judgment on March 3rd, 
and remarked that in substance the question raised was 
whether a particular method of manufacturing chocolate was _ 
lawful or not. Chocolate sold in the form of cakes or slabs" 
was, he thought, an article of food within the definition in 
the statute, but he could not find any case in which it had 
been the subject of a prosecution for adulteration. None of 
his colleagues whom he had been able to consult had any 
experience of any such prosecution, and, if he might draw 
an inference from Dr. Teed’s evidence, he thought he was” 
right in saying that Somerset House knew of no such pro- 
secution prior to this one. What, then, was chocolate? He 
gathered from Dr. Teed that the analytical department at 
Somerset House was not prepared to define it, and for the 
purposes of the case he must accept the definition 
given by Dr. Teed and supported by Professor Hehner, 
who was called for the defendant, that chocolate was a 
mixture of pure cocoa and sugar. The chocolate with 
which he was concerned contained 38°8 per cent. of cocoa- 
nut stearine. That was an oil distilled from the cocoanut, 


He could not say whether it was 
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-. and had just as little to do with cocoa as the cocoanut had 
_ -to do with the cocoa berry, and that was absolutely nothing 
_ atall. If, then, a purchaser when asking for chocolate was 
_ to be taken to ask for a mixture of pure cocoa and sugar, 
__ and was supplied with this article, he did not get an article 
_ of the nature, substance, and quality demanded, and to that 
- extent an offence was committed by the seller within the 
first part of Section 6 of the Act. But that section went on 
to provide that an offence should not be deemed to be 
- committed where any matter or ingredient not injurious 
_ to health had been added to the food for the production 
_ or preparation thereof as an article of commerce, and 
_ not fraudulently to increase the bulk or weight, or to 
' conceal the inferior quality. Cocoanut stearine was a 
~ vegetable oil which was not injurious to health, and which 
was even nourishing, and some vegetable oil in about the 
quantity found in this case was required for the production 
_ or preparation of chocolate as an article of commerce, and 
_ he was not able to find that this particular oil was added 
_ fraudulently either to increase the bulk or weight or to conceal 
_ the inferior quality. The prosecution contended that the 
_ vegetable oil ought to be pure oil of cocoa. The defendants 
j said that they might Jon@ fide use something else provided 
_ it was not injurious to health. He felt bound to give effect 
_ to the contention of the defendants. He did not feel quite 
_ Satisfied that having accepted a definition of chocolate 
_ which showed that an offence against the first part of 
Section 6 had been committed, that the second part of 
Section 6 was sufficient to make lawful the addition of 
: some wholly foreign ingredient, but in the absence 
of any suggestion of fraud, with no real evidence 
_ of even inferior quality, and especially in the absence of 
_ any well-defined standard according to which chocolate was 
to be defined, he felt quite unable to convict the defendant. 
_ This chocolate was made by Messrs. Miller Bros. and Co. 
_ Whether the public which bought their chocolate cakes 
_ knew that it was liable to get 38 per cent. of cocoanut oil, 
_ or whether the public which bought chocolate cakes at the 
rate of 32 squares for a penny, cared the least atom what it 
_ got were questions with which he had nothing to do. He 
_had simply to satisfy himself as to whether he ought to 
convict the defendant for an offence against the statute, and 
after some doubt and hesitation he had come to the 
conclusion that he ought not. The summons would be 
dismissed. . 
In reply to Mr. Marsden his worship expressed his 
readiness to state a case should the vestry desire it. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Coventry, on March 4th, James Hughes, landlord of 
the “Lord Nelson” Inn, Bulkington, was summoned for 
_ Selling gin that contained 14 per cent. too much water, and 
whisky containing an excessive addition of 13°8 per cent. of 
water. Defendant said he was “in a hurry” when the 
liquors arrived, and omitted to test their strength. The 
omission caused a fine of 30s. and ros. 6d. costs to be 
imposed in each case.—Thomas Southarn, ‘“ Weaver’s 
Arms,” Bulkington, was also fined 30s. and tos. 6d. costs for 
‘selling weakened gin. 


MILK. 


AT Notts, on March 4th, Horatio Plumb, milkseller, 6, 
Beck Street, was charged with having milk in his possession 
from which 20 per cent. of fat had been abstracted, so as to 
injure its quality and substance, and with selling a portion 
of the same to Mr. C. Copley, inspector of nuisances, with- 
Out making any disclosure of the fact on the rst ult.—Mr. 
H. W. Day, from. the Town Clerk’s office, appeared to pro- 
secute, and Mr. H. B. Clayton defended.—Mr. Day said the 

prosecution had been made under Section 9 of the Food 
and Drugs Act. The defendant was charged with selling a 
pint of new milk from which 20 per cent. of fat had been 
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abstracted. Inspector Copley was served with the milk by 
someone in defendant's employ.—Inspector Copley said he 
visited the defendant’s shop. in Beck Street on the: day 
named, and the defendanf’s wife supplied him with a pint of 
new milk, for which he paid r?d._ He told her he was an 
inspector of nuisances for the city, and wanted the milk for 
the usual division for analysis.—Mr. Clayton, for the defence, 
said that Mr. Plumb had carried on business in Beck Street 
as a milkseller for a considerable time, and there had: not 
been any previous conviction against the defendant. The 
defendant had customers present who could prove that the 
defendant had been in the habit of selling good sound milk. 
He did not dispute the analyst’s certificate, but what he 
would say was that Inspector Copley went to the defendant’s 
shop at mid-day, when the defendant was on his round, and 
there was only a small amount of milk in the bottom. of the 
can out of which the milk was supplied to the inspector. 
He denied that any fat had been abstracted by the defendant. 
—The Chairman remarked that it was necessary that, the 
public should be protected, and that they should have :the 
thing they bargain for and have the article. pure.-. It being 
the first offence the defendant would be fined gos... > 
At Bath, Albert Ashford, of. 42, Claverton: Street, was 
summoned for selling milk which was not of the quality and 
substance of the. article demanded, on. the 15th ult. 
Mr. R. A. Moger prosecuted, and Mr. Titley appeared: for 
the defendant, who pleaded not guilty. Henry Graham 
Montagu, inspector of nuisances, said the defendant was a 
registered milkman, and he called at.. his, shop on. the 
15th ult. He saw the defendant and asked fora pint of 
new milk, with which he was supplied.. Witness told him 
he had purchased the milk for the purpose. of analysis, -and 
asked him if he would take one part. He refused. to do so, 
and witness took the milk to Mr. Gatehouse and the latter 
divided it into two parts, one of. which he kept and the other 
he gave to witness, which he now produced. Cross- 
examined by Mr. Titley witness stated that. he had 
heard that milk was at this time of the year much 
poorer than at any other. Mr. W. Gatehouse 
deposed to analysing the milk, and as a result found 
it contained 15 per cent. of added water at least The 
quality of the milk varied a great deal, owing sometimes to 
the time of the year and the breed of the cow. The cream 
in this instance was only 7 per cent., which. was. very 


low. Milk was only poorer..at this time of the year 
when the cow was improperly fed. A -cow. fed 
on hay would give poor. ,milk, but it. would: not 


reduce the natural solids. . When he = said. there 
was 15 per cent. of added. water he only drew that 
as an inference from the result of the analysis. Mr. 
Titley, for the defence, said. he. would ..be. able. to 
show that the milk was not adulterated. Criticising Mr. 
Gatehouse’s analysis, he pointed out that his opinion was 
based on what was really a hypothesis, and it was just 
possible he might be wrong.—James Hunt Poole, a farmer, 
of Batheaston, said he supplied the defendant with milk. 
On Tuesday he sent the milk away as usual, and he denied 
having added any water to it.—James Golledge, a carter in 
the employ of the last witness, said he brought the milk into 
the defendant’s shop, and there emptied it into some 
cans. No water was added. to it while it was in his 
charge. — The defendant was then sworn, and em- 
phatically denied that he or anyone else added 
any water to the milk, nor was there any water in 
the cans before the milk was emptied into them.— 
The defendant’s wife gave corroborative evidence. After 
half-an-hour’s consultation, the Bench came to the conclu- 
sion that the milk was adulterated, and fined the defendant 
4#5 and costs or one month’s imprisonment in default. 
There was one point to which they wished to call attention, 
and that was the fact that between the time that the milk 
was sent from the farmer till it arrived at the defendant’s 
house it was in the latter’s interests that it should be locked 
up so that there was no possibility of anything being done 
to it. In fixing the amount of the fine, they had to ‘bear 
in mind the fact that he had been before the magistrates: for 
a similar offence, so hat this was the second time he had 
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been charged with the adulteration of milk. There was also 
a suggestion that the defendant should obtain a warranty as 
to the purity of the milk. 

-. At Coventry, on March 4th, Jacob Walker, of Corley, 
and John. Smith Hall, of Pinley, appeared at the police- 
court to answer complaints of watering milk. The Town 
Clerk (Mr. L. Beard) represented the Corporation.—In the 
case of Hall, for whom Mr. Maddocks appeared, the milk 
contained g per cent. of added water, and carelessness on 
the part of defendant’s servants was suggested. A fine of 
42 and costs, £3. 2s. in all, was imposed.—The milk 
supplied by Walker was said to contain 14 per cent. of 
added water, and he had to paya fine of £3 and costs, 
£4 2s. being the total amount. 

- AT Clerkenwell, on March 3rd, Jenkins, of Northampton 
Road, was summoned for selling milk adulterated with six 
per cent. of water. The defendant challenged the finding 
of the Vestry’s analyst, and sent a sample of the milk to 
Somerset House. The analyst at Somerset House returned 
a certificate, showing that there was no trace of added water 
in the milk. Mr. Bramall contended that the finding of 
the Somerset House analyst was not conclusive, and 
argued that the analysis of Dr. Teed was more likely to be 
accurate than that of the Somerset House analysis, inas- 
much as Dr. Teed dealt with a much larger number of 
samples taken under the Food and Drugs Act. Mr. Bros 


said there might be an appeal before a higher Court, 


but he did not desire to express any opinion as to which 
analysis was correct. Mr. Bramallargued that milk changed 
quickly, and when the sample was analysed by the Somerset 
House authorities it had evidently undergone a chemical 
change. Mr. Bros said he was satisfied with the return 
from Somerset House. Mr. Bramall: Do you say you are 
bound by that decision? Mr. Bros: Yes. The appeal is 
to Somerset House, and, as long as it is to that place, I am 
bound by the finding of the analyst there. Mr. Bramall 
said he desired to contest the point, and asked the magis- 
trate to grant a case. Mr. Bros dismissed the summons, 
allowed the defendant ros. 6d. costs, and granted the 
Vestry a case. 


MARGARINE. 


At Birmingham, on March 4th, two grocers named John 
Eales, 39, Icknield Port Road, and Edward Woodworth, 
Small Heath, were each fined 60s. and costs at the City 
Police Court for having sold butter containing foreign fat. 


BUTTER. 


At Liverpool, on March 2nd, Frederick E. Woosnam, 
provision dealer, Great George Street, appeared in answer 
to two informations charging him with selling as butter a 
substance which was certified by the public analyst to 
contain 8 per cent. of water and 80 per cent. fats other than 
butter, and further with selling cheese which contained 20 
per cent. of lard. Mr. W. H. Quilliam defended, and 
submitted that in the case of the butter the defendant 
had a written warranty that the article was pure from the 
wholesale dealers. The butter was. purchased at gd. 
per lb. from a London firm through the Liverpool 
agents, Messrs. J. T. Hackett, Dale Street. The butter 
was paid for on January zoth, and on the 25th the 
defendant obtained a guarantee from Messrs. Hackett 
certifying that it was pure. Mr. Quilliam submitted that 
this was all one transaction, and that the defendant 
purchased the butter with the warranty, and was, therefore, 
protected. The warranty was obtained before the butter 
was sold.—Mr. Cripps, who prosecuted, contended that the 
purchase was completed before the guarantee was obtained, 
and that the defendant in consequence was not protected 
by it.—The defendant was called, and stated that upon 
receiving the keg of butter he opened it, and, being sus- 
picious that it was not pure, he went to Messrs. Hackett 
and asked for a warranty, which was given, certifying it to 
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be “pure Canadian butter.’—-Mr. Stewart ruled that, 
delivery having been accepted, the warranty was not given — 
with the purchase, and was not effective. He fined the © 
defendant 20s. and costs, advising him to get a warranty at 
the time of purchase in future, and have a sample analysed _ 
if he had any doubts of its purity. The defendant was — 
fined ros. and 15s. costs for selling the adulterated cheese. 


VINEGAR. | a 


At Pocklington, on March 5th, Henry Barker, shop- — 
keeper, was charged under the Food and Drugs Act.— 
Supt. Jackson said that on Saturday, February 1oth, about — 
nine p.m., he, in company with Sergeant Maw, visited 
Mr. Barker’s shop at Pocklington. Mrs. Barker, wife of 
the defendant, was there, and he asked her for:a pint of — 
malt vinegar. She brought it, and he told her it was for 
analysis. Mrs. Barker showed him a label on the barrel, 
marked “absolutely pure vinegar.” — Cross-examined by 
Mr. A. Summerson, who appeared for the defendant, 
witness said he did not say that this was not pure vinegar, | 
but that it was not pure malt vinegar. He charged: 
defendant with not selling the article of the nature and — 
substance demanded by the purchaser.—Mr. Summerson ~ 
said the certificate showed that it contained go per cent. of 
acetic acid, which, he contended, was the pure acid of — 
vinegar.—In dismissing the case, the Chairman said there’ 
had evidently been some mistake about the word ‘‘ malt.” — 


ADULTERATION IN PORTSMOUTH. | 


At Portsmouth, last week, George Henry Gilbert, milk” 
purveyor, of 167, Arundel Street, Landport, was summoned’ 
for selling a pennyworth of milk which had 16 per cent. of | 
cream abstracted on February 3rd. Mr. G. H. King: 
appeared for the prosecution, and ‘Mr. B. Kent for the 
defence. Inspector Benjamin (acting under the Food: 
and Drugs Act) bought the milk in Sussex Stteet from — 
defendant’s brother, who was selling it from a truck. 
Defendant’s brother declared that he told the inspector he’ 
was serving him from the skim-milk bucket on the truck. 
The inspector insisted on having the milk from that ‘ 
particular bucket. Mr. Kent submitted that he had no- 
case to answer, because the inspector had not asked ‘for 
“new milk,” but simply for milk, and that, at all events, * 
there was a doubt in the case. Defendant said he sent his 
brother out with both new and skim milk. Two previous 
cases were proved against defendant, who was fined 4os., — 
including costs. 


_ COFFEE. 


JoHN ANDERSON, of 31, Broad Street, Portsmouth, a — 
general dealer, was summoned for selling to the prejudice — 
of Sanitary Inspector Lovelock, on January 24th, a quarter - 
of a pound of coffee, which was adulterated with fifty per — 
cent. of chicory.—The inspector was served by defendant's - 
wife, who did not say that the coffee contained any chicory 
until he announced that he was an inspector under the — 
Food and Drugs Act, after the purchase was completed.— 
Defendant said he sold very little coffee, and sold it as a © 
mixture in half-pennyworths and pennyworths.—A fine of 
20s., including costs, was inflicted. 


A DICTIONARY OF ADULTERATION. 


THE necessity for a ‘“ Dictionary of Adulteration” is 
suggested by a report submitted to the Islington Vestry — 
by Dr. Teed, the analyst, on some forms of fraud practised 
under the comprehensive title of “the custom of the — 
trade.” For instance, he found in one case that unless — 
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of 50 per cent. of chicory. Dr. Teed adds: “It seems to 
me that, if this perversion of the meaning of words goes 
much further, it will become necessary for tradesmen to 


_ compile a dictionary of their own, so that the simple-minded 
_ public may understand the meaning they attach to the words 


which, up to now, referred to unsophisticated foods. 
Demerara sugar is no longer that article, but yellow crystals, 
unless you ask for pure Demerara ; butter is a mixture con- 
taining Io per cent. of margarine, unless you ask for ‘ pure’ 
butter ; whisky isa spirit (mostly potato), and adulterated 
with an unknown percentage of water, unless you ask for 


_ ‘pure’ whisky, when, as likely as not, you will be supplied 
_ with the same spirit, but at a strength of 25 under proof. 
It is about time this subversion of English words was put an 


end to. It began with fraud, but now it is the ‘custom’ of 


_ the trade.’” This is rather sweeping. 


FLOUR. 


. A NEw system of food adulteration seems to be coming 


_ into vogue in the United States, namely, the mixing of 


maize flour with that of wheat. A short time ago this 
practice, which has grown considerably, was brought before 
the National Board of Trade by the Chicago Board, who, 
it is stated, suggested that it should be checked by the 
imposition of a tax on mixed flour. ‘The result is the intro- 
duction of a Bill for that purpose in Congress, which is 
strongly supported by some of the great millers. As a 
matter of course, the blended flour, or a great deal of it, is 
sold as the genuine article, and, even if brokers are not 
deceived, consumers of bread are certainly not let into the 
secret. This is undoubtedly a most serious form of adul- 
teration, as it threatens the proper nutrition of millions of 
people who subsist chiefly on flour prepared in various 
ways, and ought to have the prompt attention of our own 
Government as well as that of the United States, 


WINDSOR TOWN COUNCIL AND ADULTERATION. 


THE inspector under'the Food and Drugs Act reported 
that during 1897 three samples of bread, three of tea, two of 
sugar, one of coffee, two of sweets, and four of milk were 
forwarded to the analyst, who had certified them to be pure. 
In answer to the Council, Mr. Davison said he took samples 
of the milk in the street. He was authorised, in future, to 
take twenty samples in the year for analysis. 


ADULTERATION IN NORTHUMBERLAND. 


THE following facts and figures set forth the work done 
on behalf of the public health by the Northumberland 
County Police during one year. Of butter, 37 samples 
were examined, and only one was adulterated. The 
adulteration consisted of 3°31 per cent. of water. The 
charge was dismissed. Of milk, 35 samples were 
taken, and only three were found to be adulterated ; 
in one case 20°7 per cent. of water had been added, 
and in the other 19 per cent.; and _ convictions 
were obtained. In the third case, the adulteration was so 
small that the magistrate dismissed it. They bought 18 
samples of corn flour, and the same number of olive oil, 
and they were all pure; the result was the same with 17 
samples of quinine. All the samples of port wine and 
brandy, 18 of each, were unadulterated. It was not so, 
however, with the 18 of gin, and the same number of 
whisky. Of the gins, 3 were adulterated, and of the 
“whiskies” 5; one gin had practically 60 per cent. of 
added water, while the “ whiskies” were under proof by 
flom 27°5 per cent. to 50°1 per cent. The record is on 
the whole creditable to the retailers in the county, and to 
the vigilance of the police. 
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ADULTERATION OF MILK. 


ACCORDING to a statement in the Revue Sctentifique 
(Sct. Amer.), the chemical adulteration of milk is one of 
the hygienic factors now to be dealt with. It seems@\at 
M. Denigés, of Bordeaux, having obtained possessionpof 
three samples of yellow powder used by certain milkmermof 
Bordeaux to preserve their milk, made a chemical analysis: 
of it. This analysis showed that two of the powders were 
composed wholly of neutral: chromate of potash, that the 
third was a mixture of one part bichromate of potash and 
two parts neutral chromate, and that the suspected milk 
had been adulterated with the last substance in the propor- 


tion of 0°30 gramme to the litre, say five grains to the 


quart. The alkaline chromates are, in fact, powerful anti- 
septics, capable, even in small quantities, of retarding lactic 
fermentation very noticeably, if not of stopping it entirely. 
But because of the deleterious action of these salts on the 
organism, the Revue calls emphatically for their complete 
exclusion from food substances, and particularly from 
milk, of which so many young children drink relatively 
large quantities. 


ADULTERATION IN PADDINGTON. 


Mr. ALFRED W, STOKES, F,.C.S., F.I.C., public analyst, 
reported that during the quarter ending December 25th. 
last, the inspector had submitted to him for analysis go 
samples of food, comprising milk 53 samples, butter 21, 
coffee 6, arrowroot 3, tapioca 3, rice 2, and cocoa 2, Of 
these there were found to be adulterated milk 2 samples, 
butter 4, and coffee 1. The vendor of the sample of milk. 
containing 7 per cent. of added water was fined 43 and 23;,, 
costs, while he who sold the sample containing 12 per cent., 
of added water was fined £2 and 20s, costs. In two cases. 
of butter adulteration, where 80 per cent. of margarine was 
present, costs only of r2s. 6d. and 23s. were inflicted, these: 
being first offences. In the two other cases, where 7o and. 
g8 per cent. of margarine were present, the vendors were.. 
fined each #1 and 24s. costs. The adulterated sample of 
coffee contained 50 per cent. of chicory; this was sold by, 
the same man who supplied butter containing 98 per cent. 
of margarine. A fine of 45 was imposed in this case. All. 
the other samples proved to be genuine. A total of £12> 
for fines and £6 6s. 6d. for costs was ordered to be paid into, 
the Vestry’s account. Reviewing the analytical work of the,. 
year 1897, it was found that 368 samples had been analysed.. 
These consisted of milk 204, groceries 70, butter.. 
60, bread and flour 12, lard 10, cheese 6 and drugs 6. ‘The, 
adulterated samples were milk 12, 58 per cent, ; butter 7,,,. 
11 6 percent. ; groceries 1, 1°4 per cent. The only article 
of groceries found adulterated was coffee, Coffee showed 
5°2 per cent. of adulterated samples. For samples of all. 
kinds Paddington showed an adulteration of 5'4 per cent.,. 
while in London generally the percentage of adulterated 
samples is 11°7. The milk samples were obtained—79 from 
street vendors on Sunday, 12 from shops on Sunday, 35, 
from street sellers on week-days, 34 from shops on week-, 
days, and 44 from the railway stations. The greatest 
number of adulterated samples, 16°6 per cent., came from 
shops on Sunday; 8°5 per cent. of these bought in the 
streets on week-days, 6°3 per cent. of those sold on Sunday 
in the street, 3 per ccnt. of the shop samples bought. on 


| week-days, and 2°2 per cent. of those obtained at railway 


stations, proved to be adulterated. So that on the whole, . 
taking shop and street sales together, more adulterated milk 
(7°7 per cent.) was sold on Sunday than on weeks-days (4°4 per 
cent.). However, this parish, with its 5°3 per cent. of adul- 
terated milk samples, compared well with London generally, 
in which 17°7 per cent. are adulterated. In this district 
one sample was taken for every 320 inhabitants. The total 
sum imposed as fines was :442 1os., and as costs to be 
paid to the Vestry £rs 7s. 6d.—General Laurie said that ™ 
the question of the working of the Adulteration of Food’: 
and Drugs Act would shortly come before Parliament, and~ 
suggested that the cost to the local authorities in* carrying ' 
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out the Act should be shown in each quarterly report 
presented to the Vestry. Such information would be very 
useful Mr. Whur said that the cost of prosecuting in 
adulteration cases was shown in the Vestry’s annual report, 
and that he thought was sufficient —Sir George Harris said 
_ that he saw no objection to having done that which General 
Laurie desired.—It was decided to do as suggested.—The 
report was then approved. 





COMPOSITION AND ANALYSIS OF FEEDING STUFFS. 


Mr. Jas. Henprick, B.Sc., F.I.C., lecturer on agri- 
cultural chemistry in Aberdeen University, in a lecture on 
the composition and analysis. of feeding stuffs, referred to 
the difficulty or the ordinary farmer understanding the 
figures relating to the analysis of manures and feeding stuffs. 
He pointed out that, as a rule, the farmer looked at the 
remarks made by the analyst at the bottom of the figures 
_ given as the result of the analysis. In point of fact, 
however, much more could be learned from the figures than 
from the remarks if they were carefully studied. In order 
to illustrate his subject, Mr. Hendrick distributed a table 
showing the average composition of foods. In making an 
analysis, he pointed out that the chemist divided the various 
constituents under six heads, namely, water, oil or fat, 
nitrogenous matters, non-nitrogenous extract, fibre, and 
ash. In speaking of fibre, he pointed out that twenty years 
ago fibre was generally considered to be indigestible, and 
was often put down as “indigestible fibre.” In point of 
fact, however, experience had shown that fibre was to a large 
extent digestible by animals. Nitrogenous matters in case 
of cakes and grains were nearly all albuminoid. Now, 
nitrogenous extract and fibre might be classed together as 
carbo-hydrates. Albuminoids and ash, he pointed out, 
were both body formers, while fat, albuminoids, and carbo- 
hydrates acted as fuel for an animal, and also formed fat. 
Nitrogenous matters and ash were pointed out as valuable 
as manure. One pound of fat or oil was about equal in 
value to 1lb. of albuminoids, while 1lb. of fat was about as 
valuable as 23lbs. of carbo-hydrates. Only those con- 
stituents which were digested were valuable as food. Mr. 
Hendrick then proceeded to show the varying value of oil 
or fat and nitrogenous matters in different feeding stuffs. 
In linseed cake, for example, there was 10 to 12 per cent. 
of oil or fat ; decorticated cotton cake, 8 to 14 per cent. ; 
undecorticated cake, 5 to 6 per cent. ; beans, 2 per cent. ; 
oats, 6 per cent. ; hay, 2 per cent. ; and oat straw, 2 per 
cent. Of nitrogenous matters, linseed cake contained 26 
to 30 per cent.; decorticated cotton cake, 40 to 45 per 
cent.; undecorticated cotton cake, 20 to 22 per cent. ; 
beans, 25 per cent. ; oats, 12 per cent. ; hay, 9 per cent. ; 
oat straw, 2 per cent. Of non-nitrogenous extract, linseed 
cake contained 30 to 35 per cent. ; decorticated cotton 
cake, 20 to 30 per cent. ; undecorticated cake, 33 to 37 per 
cent. ; beans, 48 per cent. ; good oats, 56 per cent. ; hay, 
42 per cent.; oat straw, 36; and turnips, 7. Of fibre, 
linseed cake contained 7 to 10 per cent.; decorticated 
cotton cake, 20 to 22; undecorticated, 8; oats, 10; hay, 
27; Oat straw, 40; and turnips. 1. Of ash, linseed cake 
contained 6 to 7 per cent.; decorticated cotton cake, 6 
to 8; undecorticated, 5 to 6; beans, 33; oats, 3; hay, 6; 
oat straw, 4; and turnips, ¢ per cent. Oil or fat and 
nitrogenous matter were therefore the two constituents 
that farmers should look to most in their feeding stuffs, 
and should try most to get a guaranteed analysis of. 





MANCHESTER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND THE 
COLOURING OF PRESERVED GREEN PEAS. 
THE Produce Sectional Committee had before it a letter 


from the London Chamber of Commerce asking for the 
support of the Manchester Chamber to a proposal made by 


London that the quantity of sulphate of copper which | are three indications to. be filled: First, the evacuation of 


would be non-injurious to health and permissible in the pre- 











paration of preserved green peas should be authoritatively 
determined by a Commission of Inquiry, and that local 
authorities should receive instructions not to prosecute in 
cases where an analysis showed that the limit was found not 
to be exceeded. 
pressed the opinion that there was no necessity for an 
inquiry by a commission into this question, because it would 
probably be dealt with in the coming session of Parliament 
in the Bill contemplated by the Government on the lines 
recommended in the report of the Select Committee on 
Food Products Adulteration, 1896, which provides for a 
court of reference to decide all such questions as this. 


FRESH YANKEE PORK FOR ENGLAND. 


LEADING men in the English pork trade are greatly 
concerned about a new form of competition. Until 
recently the only meat sent to this country by America in 
a fresh state was beef and mutton, but now fresh American 
pork is being imported into England and is fetching down 
the price of home-bred and home-fed food. The meat is 
not frozen, but is merely chilled in cold-air chambers. This 
keeps the pork fresh for a considerable time and does not 
impair its quality. At least, so the Americans say; and 
the meat inspectors do not seem to have taken exception 
to any samples of chilled pork up to the present. 





A BRIEF TALK ON acne GENERAL ANTIDOTE 


As this is an era of suicides and poisoning cases, it is of 
importance to pharmacists to be posted on this subject, 
especially as. regards the most commonly used poisons, 
their effects and antidote. We have, of course, in this city 
many hospitals and a splendid ambulance service, but still 
it is often necessary to act while awaiting the arrival of the 
physicians. | 


Toxicology is that branch of medicine which treats of | 


the nature, properties and effects of poisons, and the way to 
recognise them. : 

All poisons act more or less rapidly, and they may be 
classified in two divisions: as local or immediate, when 
there is corrosion, irritation, or inflammation; as slow, which 
affect the brain, causing fever, sleep, or lethargy, accom- 
panied by colic, contraction, etc. 

The word “poison” is applied to all substances which, 
introduced into the system by the lungs, the skin, or by the 
mouth, act in a noxious manner on the vital functions or 
upon the tissues. 

Poisons may be obtained from the animal, vegetable, 
and mineral kingdoms. The first are known under the 
generic title of venoms, when they are normal secretions 
of the animal, such as that of the viper. The second are 
microbial poisons or virus by which contagious diseases are 
propagated. Thanks to the immortal Pasteur and his 
followers, microbes or bacteria are now, we might say, 
under our control. 

Properly speaking, however, the term poison is applied 
to deleterious mineral or vegetable substances, and these 
are divided into four classes, viz. : ; 

Acrid, irritant, or corrosive, such as the acids, alkalies, 
salts of mercury, arsenium, copper, antimony, etc. 

Narcotics, which act particularly on the brain, such as 
opium and its derivatives, hydrocyanic acid. 

Acrid-narcotics, those which act on the brain and at 
the same time irritate the parts to which they are applied, 
such as:aconite, nux vomica, digitalis, colchicum, camphor, 
picrotoxine, mushrooms, ergot, alcohol, carbonic acid, 
carbonic oxide, carburetted hydrogen. 

Putrefactive, such as hydrogen sulphide, gases emanating 
from cesspools, decaying animal matter, etc. 

When we are called upon to help resuscitate a person 
who, through accident or design, has been poisoned, there 


the poison, if the patient is not in a state of coma; second 
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_ the administration of an antidote; and third, the after- 

treatment. Vomiting should be induced, if there is no 
coma, in which case the stomach-pump must be used. If 
’ the poison is known, we administer the appropriate antidote ; 
if not, the following general antidote : 


Ferrous sulphate 139 Gm. 

Water ... Af = to 7oo Gm, 
When dissolved add : | 

Sodium sulphide Bee 110 Gm. 

Calcined magnesia 20 Gm. 

Water ... ae to 7oo Gm. 


Shake well and administer. 

White of egg, milk, solution of soap, may also be given. 

As regards the after-treatment for irritant or caustic 
poisons, give emollients. For narcotics, give stimulants, 
such as ether, spirits, strychnine. For poisons acting on the 
nervous system, give sedatives or antispasmodics.—P. J. 
Mount, before ‘La Pharmacie Laborieuse,” December 
16th, 1897; translated and condensed for the Canadian 
. Pharmaceutical Journal. 


DRUG BEER’S DANGERS. 


Pure beer is verily a case of life and death. Chemically 
treated and concocted stuff sold as beer is found to pro- 
duce a species of degeneration of all the organism, 
profound and deceptive. Fatty deposits, diminished 
circulation, conditions of congestion, pervertion of func- 
tional activities, local inflammation of both the liver and 
the kidneys, are constantly present. Intellectually a stupor 
amounting almost to paralysis arrests the reason, changing 
all the higher faculties into mere animalism, sensual, selfish, 
sluggish, varied only with paroxysms of anger that are 
senseless and brutal. 

In appearance the drinker of impure beer may be the 
' picture of health, but in reality he is most incapable of 
resisting disease. A slight injury, a severe cold or shock to 
- the body or. mind will commonly provoke acute diseases, 
ending fatally. Compared even with inebriates who use the 
worst kind of alcohol, he is more incurable, more generally 
diseased. 

The constant use of this chemical-laden beer every day 
gives the system no recuperation, but steadily lowers the 
vital forces. It is the direct result of observation that 
drinking of this adulterated beer in this country produces 
the very lowest form of inebriety, closely allied to criminal 
insanity, and it is because of ‘this knowledge that this paper 
demands legislation against those beer brewers who are 
guilty of turning out this poison stuff. Pure beer is a 
wholesome, health-giving beverage, but the other stuff— 
bah !—Ziguor Trades Review. 


INSECT COOKERY. 


A SUBSCRIBER, says Zhe Caterer, has sent us a little 
pamphlet which propounds on its cover—embellished with 
drawings of creeping things—the rather startling question 
“Why not Eat Insects.” The author, Mr. Vincent M. 
Holt, has the courage of his opinions, and appears to have 
actually experimented gastronomically upon cockchafers, 
caterpillars, woodlice, slugs, and such-like “dainties” (save 
the mark !) It is only fair to say he draws a sharp line of 
demarcation between vegetable-feeding insects and those of 
carnivorous instincts, such, for example, as the common fly 
carrion beetle, and churchyard beetle (Blaps Mortisaga). 
These latter are not considered eligible for culinary treat- 
ment, although as “foul feeders” they are considered by 
Mr. Holt to be not much lower in the scale of animal 
creation than the lobster and the pig. He writes: “ My 
insects are all vegetable-feeders, clean, palatable, whole- 
some, and decidedly more particular in their feeding than 
ourselves. While I am confident they will never con- 
descend to eat us, I am equally confident that, in finding 
out how good they are, we shall some day right gladly cook 





and eat them.” Well, this. is an age of wonders, and one’s 
cherished prejudices are swept away so ruthlessly that it is 
never safe to prophesy what may wof happen in the future. 
For the present, however, we do not think caterers need 
trouble themselves to consider the suggested new ‘source 
of food supply. There is certainly no burning desire— 
existent or latent—on the part of the public to regale on 
curried cockchafers, baked grubs, fried caterpillars, or sauté 
of slugs. Meanwhile, as a curiosity, we may reprint a 
couple of insect menus suggested by the author of this 
most curious and uncanny addition to the literature of the 
kitchen. 
i 
FRENCH. 
Potage aux Limacesa la Chinoise. 
Morue Bouillie a 1'Anglaise, 
Sauce aux Limacons. 
Larves de Guépes frites au 
Rayon. 
Phalénes a I'Hottentot. 
Boeuf aux Chenilles. 
Petites Carottes, Sauce Blanche 
aux Rougets. Sauce. 
Créme de Groseilles aux Gooseberry Cream, with Saw- 
Némates. flies. 
Larves de Hanneton Grillées. Devilled Chafer Grubs, « 
Cerfs-Volants a la Gru Gru. Stag Beetle Larvz on Toast, 


ENGLISH. 
Slug Soup. 
Boiled Cod, with Snail Sauce. 


Wasp Grubs fried in the Comb. 
Moths Sautés in Butter. 


Braised Beef, with Caterpillars. 
New Carrots, with Wireworm 


II. 
FRENCH. ENGLISH. 
Potages aux Limacons 4 la Snail Soup. 
Francaise. 
Soles Frites, Sauce aux Fried Soles, with Woodlouse 
Cloportes. Sauce. 
Hannetons a la Sauterelle des Curried Cockchafers. 
Indes. 
Fricassée de Poulets aux Fricassée of Chicken, with 
Chrysalides. Chrysalids. 
Carré de Mouton, Sauce aux Boiled Neck of Mutton, with 
Rougets. Wireworm Sauce. 


Canetons aux Petits Pois. 


Ducklings, with Green Peas. 
Choufleurs garnies de Chenilles. 


Cauliflowers Garnished with 
Caterpillars. 


Phalénes au Parmesan. Moths on Toast. 


SOME REVELATIONS ABOUT TUBERCULOSIS. 


STARTLING FACTS AND FIGURES FROM AN AUTHORITATIVE 
SOURCE, 


In a recent address before the Cheshire Chamber of 
Agriculture, Dr. G. Sims Woodhead (Director of the 
Laboratories of the Royal College of Physicians and 
Surgeons, London), gave some startling details in regard to 
the prevalence of tuberculosis in the cattle of Great 
Britain. 

Dr. Sims Woodhead said his subject was one which not 
only in this country but in all countries in our northern 
latitudes had long occupied the attention of those interested 
in the prevention of the spread of infectious diseases, and 
they had come to take a true view of the nature of tuber- 
culosis, and were enabled to apply rules by which the 
disease might be diagnosed and its spread prevented with 
almost absolute certainty. It was one of the most impor- 
tant subjects with which raisers of stock and dairy farmers 
had to deal. It was recognised that milk from tuberculous 
animals had the power of setting up most active tubercular 
processes." He did not wish to express any alarmist 
views, but rather to lay down certain well-defined and 
accepted facts, and they would be in a position to see how 
many of these cases might be absolutely prevented. Dr. 
Woodhead proceeded to detail the features of tuberculous 
disease as it occurred in man and animals, mentioning that 
the lungs and intestines were usually affected. These were 
parts that were from time to time in relation to the outside 
world, the lungs through the air, and the intestines through 
the food that passed into them. In regard to milch cows, 
there‘were many dangerous cases where the disease was not 
suspected, and where the udder might be affected without 
there being any definite sign in the earlier process of the 
disease. Milk was a diet which in ordinary circumstances 
was not submitted to processes of cooking. It was 
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, BECAUSE SO MUCH UNBOILED MILK WAS. DRUNK 


that; the danger arose... Dairy cattle should be kept under 
_pufigorous observation. It was long supposed that such 
-#..animals.as cats and horses were not liable to contract the 
_»-disease,. This was not so: The horse had been known to 
"_..contract tuberculosis. just as did pigs that were fed with 
~«: milk -from tuberculous cattle, -The cat took it as cattle did 
24,.and,as older human. beings did—through’ the air. _ The 
. stuberculosis of children was almost invariably contracted 
,syithrough: the intestines. Treating of the extent to which 
sy animals.are affected by tuberculosis, the lecturer said that 
in Copenhagen, where the cattle were stringently inspected, 

of the cattle killed in the four years 1890-3 inclusive, 
numbering. 432,294 oxen and cows, 23,305, or 17.6 per 
cent. showed evidence of tubercular disease. Of 8,292 pigs, 

» 1y272°were tuberculous while of calves there were out of 
185,765. examined. only. 369, or less than 1-5th per cent., 
“that showed any trace of tuberculosis. The disease in sheep 
was-exceedingly rare;ias out of a third of a million of sheep 
avonly-one-'was foundto be tuberculous. In the Berlin 
“=1slaughter-housés ‘similarly inspected 15 out of every 100 
_,..cattle,were found to.be tuberculous. The number of pigs 
“so affected.was only 14 per cent., and of calves only about 
1=1oth per:cént.. Whatever statistics were taken, they found 
the figuréswere fairly approximate. It was sometimes said 
that’ we had not tuberculosis: to anything like the same 
extent in this cquntry, but from personal experience he knew 
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_ that we had.:, He had, for example, seen a herd of pedigree - 


stock which was 
“TUBERCULOUS ALMOST FROM END TO END. 


In Edinburgh, “in'1890, where 300 milch cows had to be 
slaughtered owing to pleuro-pneumonia, it was found that 
‘120, or forty per cent., were tuberculous In one case the 
vecows affected were inthe proportion of 83 out of 100. The 
very small“percentage of calves affected would be observ- 
-“able'in comparison,with cattle and pigs. We were some- 
“time told that,tuberculosis was hereditary. If that were so, 
we might expect.to find more calves affected. With regard 
to the liability of milk or meat to convey tuberculosis 
to human beings, the lecturer pointed out that the 
tubercular: kernels were» found in almost every part 
_of the body... Wherever there was a gland affected 
‘ there might be tubercular focus. In _ experiments 
even with cooked meat, a small proportion of animals fed 
», with. it, had contracted the disease. If only 1 per cent. 
were affected, they, would represent a vast number ’ of 
:, human beings who might contract the disease. The bacilli, 
however, were not.in .the meat itself, as a rule, but in the 
. glands and.various organs, and in the covering of those 
organs as they lay in the chest or abdomen. Inspection 
and. cooking were undoubtedly safeguards when well carried 
., out... It was better from every point of view that preventive 
;,,.measures should be taken at an early period. ‘Tuberculous 
,, milk was a subject of more far-reaching import. He could 
_not help. attributing the affections of glands in the neck, 
.,, which occurred in many weakly. children, to the consump- 
,,, tion of milk from ., 
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“COWS WITH TUBERCULOUS UDDERS. 


“éases of inflammation of the bowels amongst children. The 
’ importance of keeping the sources of milk supply untainted 
“could hardly be over-estimated. He was convinced there 
‘could be no tuberculosis without the presence of the 
“tubercle bacillus, and that the disease was transmitted only 
‘ through the agency of this bacillus, and therefore he was of 

opinion’ that heredity in the ordinary sense of the term 
‘could account for very few, and practically none, of the cases 
“in either the human subject or animals. Of course, 
“there were cases of congenital disease, but hereditary 
tuberculosis he did not believe in. Dr. Woodhead 
‘Said ‘that tuberculosis was preventible, and if proper steps 
“ were taken would be reduced to a disease of comparatively 
“slight importance. ‘One thing we could do, and that was 


“carefully to keep away from all our dairies or farms any | 


“people suffering from tuberculosis. No person suffering from 








tuberculosis should be allowed to have anything to do with 
the care of cattle or the preparation, collection, or distribu- 
tion of our meat or milk supplies. All measures. for the 
maintenance of health in animals were inimical to tuber- 
cular bacilli. 


as principal methods 


those specially interested to do the right thing with the 
animals, whether to be slaughtered at once or kept under 
observation, or, in cases of -breeding, to see the conditions 
under which the animals should he kept. There should be 
isolation in the case of every tuberculous animal, and there 
should be plenty of ventilation and light in the shippons. 
The animals should have good food, and be kept under 
generally 
FAVOURABLE HYGIENIC CONDITIONS. 


The registration and inspection of dairies would afford con- 
fidence to the public. There should be disinfection, and 


he believed we should have to come to the marking of meat, 


as in countries abroad. There should be compensation to 
owners whose animals had to be destroyed. Tuberculosis 
should be scheduled as infective, and the compensation 
should come from a fund to which imperial and local 
assistance might be given, and the owners should also con- 
tribute. He believed that by adopting such measures a 
series of regulations might be drawn up which would help 
not only themselves but the whole country. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


To the Editor of FoopD AND. SANITATION. 





S1r,—Enclosed you will find page 742 of Foop anp 
SANITATION duly signed as suggested by you. 

It is high time this matter was pressed upon Parliament. 

I have been in business now since 1857, and have never 
been summoned for adulteration, but I have great sympathy 
for many of those who have been. 

On February 19th, 1897, an inspector came into my 
shop, brought a pound of Demerara sugar, divided it into 
three lots, used the usual amount of ved ¢age and. wax, 
saying it was for analysis. I told him it was an injustice 
that shopkeepers should be made responsible for an article 
over which they had no control; that I bought the sugar 
for Demerara, and that, after an experience of half a 
century in the trade, I believed it to be pure, but. it was 
impossible for me to be sure about it without analysis. 

Having heard nothing more of the matter, I have no 
doubt the sugar was all right. I want to point out to you 
the injustice I should have suffered if the sample had not 
been genuine and I had been fined in consequence. 

The inspector told me I should have my remedy against 
the firm I bought it from. I told him it was a little rem- 
nant I had had by me for a long time, and that I could not 


| | be certain whom I bought it from, but that I had some in 
~Hfealso’ attributed to the same cause a large number of | 
sample of. that. 


stock about which I could be guzte sure, if he would také a 
But he declined, saying, “No.1 will 
take this now I have got it”—although I told him I could 
get no redress if it turned out wrong. I also. pointed out 
to him that any redress I could get from a wholesale house 
would not compensate me for the loss of a good name, and 
consequent loss of business. al 

There ought to be a limit to the time of suspense in 
which the retailer is held after a sample has been taken: by 
the inspector; he ought to be apprised of the result of 
analysis within a month. 
months, but. heard nothing. 

I think, too, that there ought to be a public analyst in 
all large centres where a shopkeeper could take a sample 
of anything he suspected. -How else can we be safe ?— 
Yours respectfully, »RUPERT -BALDwin, 

Carrington, Nottingham, March 7th, 1898. 
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Dr. Woodhead, in conclusion, recommended — 
of getting rid of tuberculosis - 
systematic and regular inspection, the use of tuberculin— 
in which, he said, they had a diagnostic agent infinitely © 
superior to any ever before at their command—notification _ 
in order that measures might be taken in consultation with 
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I kept my sample for over twelve 
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THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 
DEPUTATION TO Mr. CHAPLIN. 


A DEPUTATION from the Federation of Grocers’ Associa- 
tions of the United Kingdom waited on Mr. Chaplin, M.P., 
on March rith (with whom was Mr. T. W. Russell, M.P., 
and Sir H. Owen), at the offices of the Local Government 
Board, and presented a memorial urging upon the Govern- 
ment the desirability of bringing in at the earliest possible 
moment a Bill to amend and consolidate the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts, 1875 and 1879, and the Margarine Act, 
1887. The deputation consisted of Mr. H. Kearney, M.P., 
M. T. Lough, M.P., Mr. J. Kellett (Liverpool), president of 
federation, Mr. H. Cushen (London), treasurer, Mr. R. C. 
Jarvis (Birmingham), Mr. S. Shirley (Bristol), Mr. R. Dun- 
woody (Belfast), Mr. W. C. Crake (London), Mr. M.: Piper 


~ (London), and Mr. F. W. Beck. 
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Mr. G. Whiteley, M.P., who introduced the deputation, 
said it represented almost the whole of the grocers of the 
United Kingdom ; and the memorial presented pointed out 
that the federation included upwardsof 150,000 shopkeepers. 
Speaking as one representing a large working class constitu- 
ency, he felt sure that any legislation affecting the sale of 
margarine, which was a largely growing one and had become 
almost a necessity to the working classes, would have a most 
detrimental effect on their interests, and would be most un- 
desirable. , 

Mr. Chaplin.—I understand you to say that practically 
all the grocers of the United Kingdom are included in the 
federation. Are the Manchester and Salford Associations 
members of your body ? 

Mr. Whiteley said he believed not. 

Mr. Kellett, president of the federation, said they asked 
that a Bill should be introduced to amend and consolidate 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act and the Margarine Act 
somewhat upon the lines of the recommendations contained 
in the report of the Select Committee on Food Adultera- 
tion, published in 1896, which were more comprehensive 
than the Bill introduced by the Government last session. 
They had not the slightest objection to the principle of a 
law or laws to prevent adulteration. On the contrary, they 
wished so to strengthen the law as to make it more easy 
of observance by the honest trader, and more effective in 
reaching the dishonest. Amongst the special amendments 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act which they were 
desirous of securing was the provision that an 
invoice be a sufficient warranty, as recommended by 
No. 4 of the Select Committee’s recommendations. As the 
law stood at present, a warranty must be an express 
written warranty, intended to be given as such. This 
operated harshly, and the retail trade held that if they 
received articles from dealers they ought to be entitled to 
assume that they were what they purported to be as 
described on the invoices. This principle had been adopted 
in the Margarine Act, and ought to apply to all articles as 
well as butter. They desired, further, that where the sale 
of an adulterated article had been made by the fault or error 
of an assistant there should be power to bring him before 
the Court as the actual offender, the employer in such cases 
to be exempt on proof that the sale was made without 
his knowledge or connivance. It was suggested also that 
section 22 of the Act of 1875 should be amended by 
making it compulsory on the justices of the Court of 
Reference. at the request of either party, to refer articles 
for analysis to the Somerset House authorities, which course 
was at present discretionary. Amongst other things, they 
asked for a provision that the use of the word “ margarine” 
be a sufficient protection against conviction for the sale of 
butter mixtures, or that all prosecutions for the sale of such 
mixtures be taken under the Margarine Act, and not under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. Also they desired to 
provide for proceedings being taken against the person or 
firm giving a warranty where any such warranty was pleaded 
in defence to proceedings. If this were done, a person 
summoned for alleged adulteration, and intending to rely 
upon an invoice as a defence, would be able at the time 
the summons was made returnable to bring the dealer, 
manufacturer, or packer before the Court, and the whole 
matter could then be dealt with; and when the person 
summoned had proved that he sold in the same condition 
as received, the question would be between the inspector 
andthe dealer, If an authority was constituted as a Court 
of Reference as suggested by the Select Committee, the 
commercial side of the Court should be equally strong in 
point of numbers to the scientific side. If, however, the 
establishment of a new authority was considered undesirable, 
then the scope of the authority of Somerset House Labora- 
tory should be enlarged to enable it to fulfil some, if not 
all, the functions of the proposed Court of Reference. 

Mr. Cushen, Mr. Jarvis, and Mr. Kearney, M.P., having 
spoken to the same effect, 

Mr. Chaplin, in reply, said he could assure the deputa- 
tion that he was perfectly sensible of the great importance 
of this question, and of the wide interest which was taken 
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in it not only amongst the class they represented, but also 
by representatives of the agricultural interest and others. 
He was there chiefly in the capacity of a listener, and not 
to express his own opinion. But he was bound to say that 
he found, as he thought they would find, good reasons for 
this reticence on his part in the extraordinary diversity of 
opinion on this subject, not only between the Parliamentary 
Committee and the representatives present in that room, 
but amongst the associations themselves, for they did 
not all agree with the recommendations of the com- 
mittee, though, to a certain extent they did. What 
he was given to understand was this, that one 
point to which the members of the committee attached 
more importance than any other, was that the colouring and 
mixing of margarine should be altogether prohibited. But 
the deputation had uttered the strongest possible remon- 
strance against such prohibition, and, therefore, it was plain 
that there was a sharp difference of opinion between the 
committee and the federation. Quite recently he had 
received communications from the Manchester and Salford 
Associations, and he found that they entirely approved of the 
proposition that the colouring of the margarine to resemble 
butter and the mixing of margarine with butter should be 
prohibited. Therefore, there was not only an entire diver- 
gence of opinion between the committee and the federation, 
but amongst the grocers themselves. 

Mr. Whiteley said that Manchester was the only one. 

Mr. Chaplin said that that was all the better. On the 
question of invoice warranty, better inspection, and greater 
uniformity in prosecutions they had been good enough to 
put their views before him, and he need not say they would 
receive all the attention they deserved. Then with regard 
to the Courts of Reference to which they attached so much 
importance, they had asked that the commercial side 
should be equally represented with the scientific. They 
asked, further, that if this was not feasible the scope of the 
laboratory at Somerset House should be enlarged, to enable 
it to perform some, if not all, the functions of the Courts 
of Reference. He had not quite gathered what were to 
be the functions of the Courts of Reference, whether 
they were to deal only with certain kinds of food or 
with all kinds. As he understood the report of the 
committee they would have the Courts deal with 
all kinds. Then were the Courts to be independent, or 
were their decisions to be binding in law? Other questions 
of the kind presented themselves, and he should be glad to 
have had some information on the subject. It was proposed 
that sample of goods imported should be taken by the 
Customs, and that if any were found to be adulterated the 
department should be empowered to detain, at the risk of 
the consignee, any similar consignments from the same 
quarter. It was also proposed by the Manchester Associa- 
tion that if after examination the goods should be found to 
be adulterated, no other goods from the same quarter should 
be allowed to go to their destination until they had been 
proved to be pure. That would be very efficacious, but at 
the same time it would be inflicting great hardship in regard 
to perishable consignments, and perhaps entail the loss of 
all. He should have been glad of some expression on this 
point. 

Mr. Whiteley said that the federation would be willing 
to support the proposal, but up to the present time it had 
been found unworkable, and therefore they had not brought 
it up on that occasion. 

The deputation thanked the president and retired. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 
A PUBLICAN’s DILEMMA. 


At the Brentford Police-court, on March r4th, Mr. D. 
Blanchard, landlord of the “White Hart” Hotel, Acton, 
who last Thursday was fined £5 and had his licence 
endorsed for selling adulterated Irish whisky, applied to the 
justices for a reconsideration of the latter part of the 
sentence. He stated that the offence was committed 
absolutely without his consent or knowledge, and he had 


not the least intimation that he was summoned until he © 
saw the case reported in the Press.—The Clerk of the 
Court: You say you did not have the summons ?—Mr. ~ 
I had no summons, and I knew 


Blanchard: Yes. . 
nothing about it.The Chairman: The point is, the 


manager received money, as your servant, and gave 


inferior whisky.x—Mr. Blanchard said he admitted his 
liability for the act of his manager. But the case had 
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been falsely represented. He had been described as ill . 


in bed. He was nothing of the sort.—Mr. Robinson 
(solicitor): Your worships will remember that 
manager swore that the defendant was too ill to 
attend.—Mr. Blanchard: I was actually with him the 
same morning. It is very hard on me that my 
licence should be endorsed for what I know nothing 


the © 


of.—Detective-sergeant Markham, who was in court, said — 


that he had known the house for years as being well 
conducted.—Inspector Tyler said that the Bench should 
insist on the rule that all defendants should appear 
before them. Had that been insisted on the pre- 
sent difficulty would: not have arisen.—The chairman 
said that the Bench could notalter its decision. But under 
the circumstances they would have the defendant’s conten- 
tions inquired into. 
county authorities should consider the matter. 
evidence was given which, if the defendant’s testimony was 
upheld, was very grave, and should have serious considera- 
tion. The Bench could hold out no hope of retracting 


It was desirable that the police and the 
Some 


their decision, but if on the re-hearing the circumstances 


warranted it, they would offer no objection to the 
defendant’s appeal to quarter sessions. The case would 
therefore be adjourned. 


At Neath, on March 11th, Emma Jenkins, landlady of 


the ‘‘ Vaughan Arms,” Resolven, was charged with selling 
adulterated whisky to P.S. Benj. Evans. The analyst’s 
certificate showed that the whisky was 263 degrees under 
proof. 
fined defendant 20s. and costs. 

RICHARD THOMAS, landlord of the “ Shrewsbury Arms,” 
Llantrisant, was summoned at the Llantrisant Police-court 
on March 11th for selling adulterated whisky. 

Police-Inspector Williams, of Barry Dock, deposed to 
visiting the defendant’s hotel on January 2nd. He 
purchased half a pint of whisky, for which he paid a 
shilling. 

Superintendent Giddings deposed to forwarding the 
sample to the public analyst at Swansea. He had since 
received a certificate dealing with the analysis of the sample, 
and it showed that the whisky was 42 degrees under proof. 
—The Bench fined the defendant £2. 

At Taunton, John Quick, landlord of the ‘‘ Greyhound 
Inn,” Staple Fitzpaine, was charged with selling to P.C. 
Rice on February 3rd, 13 pints of brandy, which was 
29 degrees under proof, being 4 degrees beyond that which 
is allowed by law.—Defendant pleaded guilty, and said 
that the offence was quite unintentional. He thought 
the brandy would keep all right in the bottle.—Superin- 
tendent Durham stated the facts and produced the 
certificate of Dr. Alford, county analyst, which showed 
that the brandy was 29 degrees under proof. Defendant 
had previously been a butcher and farmer and had not 
kept the inn long.—A fine of ros. and 5s. costs was 
imposed. 

At Little Bowden, H. Russell, innkeeper, Great 
Oxendon, was charged with selling adulterated brandy and 
gin at Oxendon on February 27th.—Mr. Rawlins appeared. 
for defendant, who pleaded not guilty.—Mr. Mattison, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, stated that he 
purchased samples of gin and brandy from defendant’s 
licensed house. He had the samples analysed, and found 
that the brandy was 40 degrees below proof— 15 more than 
allowed by the Act—and the gin was 45 below proof—1o 
more than allowed.—The facts were admitted, but Mr. 
Rawlins stated that defendant was away at the time, and 
his wife, thinking he had not diluted the spirits, put some 


more water to them.—Fined £1 and 6s. costs in each 
case. 


There was a previous conviction, and the Bench 
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IN Hamilton Sheriff Court, on March 8th, the charge 
ander the Food and Drugs Act against Thomas Prentice, 
rocer, Camp, Motherwell, at the instance of the sanitary 
spector of Motherwell, came up for judgment. It will 
e remembered that at the trial of the case, Mr. W. T. 
Hay, writer, demanded that, under the Act, the remainder 
of the sample of whisky bought by the prosecutor should 
be sent on to Somerset House, Dr. Tatlock, Glasgow, 


e same whisky from that of Dr. Clark, city analyst, 
' Glasgow. The report from Somerset House was 
Permitted, and was to the effect that the whisky was not 
7 degrees under proof, but 25°8 under proof, and the 
nalyst explained that the small fraction of a degree under 
4€ permitted limit might probably have been caused by 
he bottle being only half-full and imperfectly corked, the 


= 


spirit having been thereby deteriorated in strength since the 


ia 


sample was taken. The Sheriff assoilzied the respondent, 
2) ut found that he had no power to award him expenses. 
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ji 
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q ir Guildhall, London, on March 14th, F. A. King, a 
farmer, of Great Bardfield, Braintree, Essex, was summoned 
for sending to the Central Meat Market the carcass of a pig 
that was diseased and totally unfit for human food.—Mr. 
Vickery prosecuted. — The meat was seized on February 
tith. It was the carcass of a pig four months old, and 
_ ly weighed half what it should have done. The flesh was 
said to be wet and flabby, and entirely unfit for food.—Sir 
ohn remarked that, although it had not been proved that 
‘the defendant knew the meat was bad before he sent it to 
London, yet it was quite clear that sufficient care had not 
been exercised. Had guilty knowledge been brought home 
to him he might have been sent to prison for a long term, or 
been fined no less than £50. As it was, he would have to 
pay £10 and £3 35. costs. 

At Merthyr, Wm. Davies, butcher, John Street, George- 
town, Merthyr, was summoned for exposing for sale meat 
“unfit for food. Mr. D. T. George prosecuted on behalf of 

he Urban District Council, and Mr. W. W. Meredith 
Bictendea —Mr. J. T. Owen, sanitary inspector, stated that, 
upon visiting the defendant’s shop, he found on the counter 
several small pieces of meat, weighing altogether r2lbs., 
which smelt very badly. He seized the meat and took it to 
Dr. Dyke, the Medical Officer of Health, and it was after- 
wards examined by two magistrates, by whom it was 
- condemned and ordered to be destroyed. — Dr. Dyke 
described the meat as putrid, and in this he was confirmed 
“by Dr. Ward, J.P., who said that he was very glad to get it 
out of his surgery. —The defence was that these pieces 
_ were trimmings, which had purposely been cut off, and that 
it was not intended that they should be disposed of for 
human consumption.—A conviction took place, and the 
defendant was fined 20s. and costs. 
In the Aberdeen Police Court—Baillie Lyon on the 
bench—James M’Lennan, butcher, Torries, parish of Tough, 
_ was charged with having, on February 18th, 1898, sold for 
the food of man to Alexander Lamont, butcher, Aberdeen, 
a cow, which animal was, in terms of section 43, sub- 

Section (1), of the Public Health (Scotland) Act of 1897, 

‘seized by Kenneth Cameron, sanitary inspector, Aberdeen, 
on February 19th, in premises in East North Street, 

‘Aberdeen, occupied by Alexander Lamont, and which 

animal was intended for the food of man, and was diseased, 

“unsound, and found to be unfit for such food, and was 

condemned and ordered to be destroyed. Accused pleaded 
guilty. 

' Mr. A. Emslie Smith, jun., advocate, who appeared for 

the accused, said the circumstances under which the offence 

took place were these. 
_ farrow cow, and took it to his place at Whitehouse. It was 
only in his custody some twenty-four hours, and was sold to 

Alexander Lamont and taken to Aberdeen. Accused had 

sold the animal in all good faith, and trusted—if the matter 

ever occurred to his mind—to the butcher, who was in a 

better position of knowing, to see if it was diseased, or 


ier 


having given a different analysis of what was alleged to, be | 








The accused purchased an old | 
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whether or not the animal was fit for human food. It was 
an old, done cow, and so far as the farmer knew 
there was nothing wrong with it. Fortunately for the 


public, but unfortunately for the accused, the new 
Public Health Act provided that not only the 
beast should be good for human food, but it 


imposed upon anybody into whose hands the animal came, 
alive or dead, a provision for the protection of the public. 
Undoubtedly the accused did not know that the animal 
was diseased, and he was not in a position, in the words of 
the Act, to have, with reasonable care, known that it was 
diseased. It was acase of mere carelessness on the part of 
accused. This was the first case, he understood from the 
fiscal, where a man had been brought up who had handled 
the beast when alive, and who had been charged under the 
Act. He would ask his Honour to treat this case more as 
a warning to butchers to show that they had a duty imposed 
upon them, and not to treat the case as if accused had sold 
the animal for the purpose of passing it off as fit for human 
food. There was no concealment on the part of accused, 
and he trusted to the butcher when the animal was killed 
to see whether it was fit for human food or not. 

The Procurator-Fiscal said that according to his infor- 
mation, this man must have known that the animal was 
unfit for human food. He was a butcher himself, and he 
bought the beast at £2, and sold it alive again for £4, and 
the representations he made to the purchaser were such as 
to lead the purchaser to believe that it was a good animal. 
Accused had the cow in his possession for a considerable time. 

Mr. Emslie Smith, jun., said the accused informed him 
that he had only the cow a couple of nights or so. 

Baillie Lyon said it was quite true that this was the first 
case that had been brought under the new Act, which he 
was pleased to know would give thorough protection to the 
public. Hitherto it had only been the man in whose 
possession the beef was found who was prosecuted, but now 
they got to the root of the matter, and got those who were 
more seriously palming off diseased meat on the public, and 
brought them to task. Although it was the first case, he 
did not know that it was his duty to be lenient on that 
account. He thought rather the tendency should be, 
believing as he did that the man knew thoroughly the 
state of the animal, that the penalty should be such as 
would be a warning to others not to repeat the offence. 
He thought no leniency should be given to anyone 
who, knowing that a beast was diseased, deliberately came 
and tried to get it sold to the public. A man might un- 
wittingly send a beast which turned out eventually to be 
diseased, but when a man knew that an animal was 
diseased, and sold it as fit for human food, no mercy 
whatever could be extended to that man. He considered 
it to be the worst kind of crime in spreading disease 
amongst the inhabitants of a city like Aberdeen. The 
magistrates in Aberdeen had a duty to perform to the 
public of punishing those who were caught transgressing 
the Act, and they must carry out their duty in a 
faithful manner While he possibly could give a little 
effect to what the agent had said, that this was the first 
case, he could not for a moment understand how he could 
not have with reasonable care known that there was some- 
thing wrong with the animal. He must have known that 
he could not get a sound beast for #2. The only redeem- 
ing feature in the case was that the cow was brought direct 
in broad daylight, into Aberdeen, though that was not a 
great deal in accused’s favour. He thought he was treating 
him with very great leniency on the present occasion when 
he fined him £10, with 27s. 6d. of expenses. Failing 
payment of that, he would have to go ten days to prison. 


MILK PROSECUTIONS. 
INTERESTING QUESTION OF WARRANTY. 


Berore Sheriff Boyd, at Glasgow, on March roth, John 
Paterson, dairyman, 27, Rosebery Street, Glasgow, denied 
a charge of having in his shop there, on February 3rd, sold 
to a sanitary officer a pennyworth of sweet milk which was 
deficient in natural fat to the extent of 29 per cent, 
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The evidence of two officers was to the effect that the 
sample of milk. procured at Mr. Paterson’s shop was 


analysed by the public analyst and found to be deficient, as 


above stated. 

The respondent, examined by Mr. Oatts, writer, for the 
defence, said that he had a baker’s business in Rutherglen 
in addition to this dairy shop in Rosebery Street. This 
shop was in charge of Miss Jeanie Richardson, and he 
called only one or twice a week. He had entered into an 
agreement, or contract, with Mr. Ross, of Rutherglen, for 
the whole supply for a year of the milk required in the 
Rosebery Street shop and a shop in Rutherglen. The 
contract was to the effect that Mr. Ross would supply the 
milk for a year ‘free from adulteration.” 

Mr. Ross admitted in evidence that on the morning in 
question he had added some skim milk to the sweet milk 
supplied to Miss Richardson. Ross was examined and 
cross-examined at length, and at the close of the evidence, 
which was very unsatisfactory, the Sheriff found it necessary 
to admonish him severely for his conduct in the box. 

Mr. Lindsay, for the prosecution, and Mr. Oatts for the 
defence, debated the legal aspects of the case at great length, 
and at the close the Sheriff found that the accused must 
show a specific warranty in respect of a specific quantity sold 
if he sought to set up a proper defence in the case. He 
was bound to hold, in view of the case of Harris v. May 
already decided, that the prosecutor had proved that such a 
contract or warranty as the accused had produced was not 
a sufficient defence. He therefore would convict the 
accused, but, in respect that his Lordship believed he had 
been deceived, he would restrict the penalty to 33s., the 
expenses in the case. 

The next case was that in which the Kinning Park Co- 
operative Society were charged with having sold a penny- 
worth of sweet milk to Inspector Kerr in their shop at 461, 
Rutherglen Road, which milk was deficient in natural fat to 
the extent of 20 per cent. 

Mr. Oatts at the outset asked against whom this charge 
was made. He argued that the Society could not be 
charged. The complaint should be made against some 
official to represent the Society. He himself thought it 
should be made against the actual seller. 

This question also was debated at length, and thereafter 
the Sheriff repelled the objection. His lordship repelled it 
on the ground of a decision that had been given in a case 
already decided, and also on a communication that had 
been made on this particular subject by the Home Secretary 
justifying the prosecution of a firm or company, either in 
presence or absence. 

No respondent was put in the dock to answer the charge, 
but Mr. Oatts said he was authorised to say that the Kinning 
Park Co-operative Society said that they were not guilty. 

The evidence for the prosecution was to the effect that 
two officers had called at the Society’s shop, and had got a 
sample of milk which, on being analysed, was found to be 
deficient in natural fat as libelled. In reply to Mr. Oatts, 
Inspector Kerr said that samples had been taken from two 








other of the Society’s dairies that day, and both had been 
found pure by the public analyst. 
For the defence, Mr. Clounes, managing cashier for the 


Society, said that the Society had sixteen dairy shops on the © 
South Side, and every precaution was taken to supply pure. 


milk. Some twenty farmers supplied the milk. With every 


one the Society had a signed agreement that the farmer © 


shall supply pure milk, and each morning along with the 
consignment of milk to each shop there was a guarantee 
label that that consignment of milk was “ pure.” Miss 
Laird, the manager of the shop from which the bad milk 
was got, had since been dismissed. 

Mr. Oatts, in a subsequent statement, said that the 
Dairy Committee of the Society had satisfied themselves 
that this Miss Laird had not been doing right with the 
milk—that she had been thoughtlessly mixing the skim and 
the sweet milk. Now, it was very hard on the Society—an 
organisation that was doing its very best and using every 
precaution to supply the purest of milk to its customers— 
that it should be made to suffer for the wrongdoing of a 
servant. Yet, of course, in the eyes of the law the Society 
was liable; and Mr. Oatts concluded that if Mr. Lindsay 
accepted this explanation he would plead guilty. 

Mr. Lindsay, however, did not accept the explanation, 
and the original plea stood. > 

The Sheriff found the charge proven. 
an infringement of the Statute—an infringement by a 
servant, it was true, but the Society was responsible. A 
penalty of £3, with 33s. of expenses, was imposed. 

AT Shire Hall, Nottingham, on March 12th, Ernest 
John Cope, a milk seller, of Netherfield, was summoned 
for selling adulterated milk, on February 13th. Mr. 
Crabtree, the Foods and Drugs Inspector, deposed that he 


received from his assistant a pint of milk, purchased on- 
February 13th, from Mrs. Cope for analytical purposes. — 


He adopted the customary practice of dividing the sample, 
and submitted a portion of it to the public analyst, whose 
certificate pronounced it as being adulterated to the extent 
of 12 per cent. of added water. Defendant told the 
magistrates he had only received the milk a few minutes 
prior to the inspector’s visit, and it had not been touched. 
The magistrates inflicted a penalty of 21s. 


At North London, on March 15th, James Camp, of 


Haggerston, was summoned for having sold milk to an 
inspector of the Hackney Vestry which was found on 
analysis to contain 9 per cent. of added water. He said he 
had no warranty with his milk, but he did not water it him- 
self. Mr. Cluer fined the defendant 20s. and ras. 6d. costs. 

John Pollard, of Tottenham Road, was summoned by 
the same authority for selling as pure milk an article to 
whicy 8 per cent of water had been added. He said he 
did not sell much milk ; and his consignment was left out- 
side his door perhaps half-an-hour before he got up in the 
morning. 
added the water. Mr, Cluer did not think so. 


order to do this. Fined 20s., and r2s. 6d. costs. 
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Art Wallingford, Samson Chamberlain, of High Street, 
was summoned on the information of Detective-Inspector 
Gamble for selling, by the hands of his wife and agent, on 
February 17th, to the prejudice of the purchaser, one pint 
of new milk which had been deprived of 46 per cent. of its 
natural fat, and was not of the quality demanded by the 
purchaser. 
Defendant pleaded not guilty. 
Mr. Creed, of Reading, said he appeared on behalf of 
the Berks County Council to prefer the charge against 
defendant. The magistrates would notice it was a very 
serious case, as 46 per cent. of the natural fat had been 
abstracted from the milk—nearly one half. What seemed 
to make the offence a little worse was the fact that when the 
inspector bought the milk from defendant’s wife she said 
she had obtained it from a highly-respectable farmer in the 
neighbourhood, and having obtained it from him had sold 
‘it in the same condition. That was untrue. It so happened 
that just before the inspector went to defendant’s house he 
had actually taken a sample of the milk sold by the same 
farmer, and the analyst’s certificate showed it to be ‘ good 
milk”; the total solids were 13°23 per cent., and the fat 
was 4°16 percent. It was evident that if defendant had 
had this milk in his possession he had extracted the fat. 
Detective-Inspector Gamble, also an inspector of the 
_ Berks County Council under the Food and Drugs Act, 
4 stated that on Thursday, the 17th ult., he visited defendant’s 
4 shop in High Street. He asked to be supplied with a pint 
:. of new milk, and handed a jug to defendant’s wife, who 
_ was in charge of the shop. The jug was perfectly empty. 
_ Witness asked the price of the milk, and defendant’s wife 
7 replied “Three half-pence.” This was the usual price for 
_ new milk in the neighbourhood, and was the same amount 
he paid the farmer to whom Mr. Creed had referred. Wit- 
ness said to Mrs. Chamberlain: “I am an inspector 
appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act by the 
County Council of Berks, and am going to submit this 
sample of milk to the public analyst to have it analysed.” 
He asked if she wished to have the sample divided, and 
defendant’s wife replied “‘ Yes.” Witness then divided the 
sample into three parts. 
the second he handed to Mr. Fisher, the public analyst, on 
the following day, and the third part of the sample he now 
produced. 

Mr. Creed pointed out to the Bench the small amount 
of cream in the sealed bottle produced. 

Inspector Gamble put in the Public Analyst’s certificates. 
Of the sample marked “ Samson Chamberlain,” the analyst 
stated: “‘The sample has been deprived of 46 per cent. 
of its natural fat. This opinion was based on the fact that 
the sample contains only 1°63 per cent. of fat, whereas the 

_ fat of genuine milk does not fall below three per cent. ‘The 
total solids of the sample 10°85 per cent.” While dividing 
the milk defendant’s wife said to witness that the milk came 
from Mr. Chamberlain, of Preston Crowmarsh. . Witness 
said: ‘‘I have a sample of his, so we shall be able to see.” 
Just previously to calling at defendant’s he had obtained a 
sample of milk from Mr. F, P. Chamberlain, of Crowmarsh, 
and this had also been analysed. Of this the Public 
Analyst certified: “I am of opinion that the same is a 
sample of genuine milk. The total solids are 13°23 per 

- cent. ; the fat is 4716 per cent. A good milk.” 

Cross-examined : It was about half-past five in the even- 
ing when witness called at defendant’s. Defendant put it 
to witness whether the fact that the milk had been placed 

ina bucket in the morning, and that half-pints and pints 
had been continually dipped from it would not account for 
the little milk that remained in the bucket being thinner 
and of inferior quality. Would not those who were first 

_ served have the best part of the milk? To this witness 
replied that he should think the continual dipping would 
have the effect of making the whole of the milk of equal 
quality ; it would not have time to settle. 

Defendant attributed the absence of fat to the fact that 
the milk had stood in the shop a good many hours, and the 
fat naturally collecting at the top those who were served 
early in the day received the best of the milk, the inferior 
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remaining at the bottom of the bucket. It was from this 
that the inspector was supplied when he collected his sample. 

The magistrates retired, and on their return the Mayor 
said it was quite clear to their minds that the milk had not 
been sold as it ought to be. The public were entitled to 
be protected in this matter. Defendant would be fined £2 
and gs. 6d. costs, as this was his first offence; but if it 
occurred again the fine would be much heavier. 

Defendant: It wouldn’t have occurred this time if I 
had been at home. I always had great faith in my milk. 
I say again it was placed there in the morning, and the 
cream naturally came to the top and was served out first. 

AT Sunderland, on March 11th, Richard Hood was 
charged with having sold milk adulterated with 6°36 per 
cent. of added water. The Town Clerk (Mr. F. M. Bowey) 
prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and Mr. E. Bell 
defended. 

The Town Clerk said that the case was brought under 
the Food and Drugs Act. The facts were, that on Friday, 
February 4th, the defendant was hawking milk in Dundas 
Street on behalf of the Callow Park Dairy Company, 
Limited. He was stopped by Inspector Watson, who pur- 
chased from him a pint of new milk. He was informed that 
it was intended for analysis, and the sample was divided into 
three parts, defendant being given one. The milk had been 
analysed by Mr. Pattinson, of Newcastle, the Borough 
Analyst, with the result that it was found to contain 6°36 
per cent. of added water. 

The Inspector having given evidence, 

Mr. Bell addressed the Bench on defendant’s behalf. 
He said that defendant was simply a servant of the 
Company, and had to sell the milk that was given to him. 
On the day in question, the milk was supplied to him by 
the manager of the dairy, Mr. May. It was made up of 
two mixed kinds of milk, the key of a particular churn of 
milk, from which he should have been supplied, being 
missing. The defendant had been given notice to leave, 
which looked as if the Company wished to put themselves 
right with the public, or that they insinuated by this action 
that the water was added by his client. 

The defendant said that, when he was supplied by Mr. 
May, he remarked that the milk did not look very “clever,” 
and that he did not want to get a month for selling it if a 
sample was taken. He swore that he did not interfere with 
the milk. He took his part of the sample back to the 
dairy, where they remarked that it looked very “ dubious.” 
When he got his notice, he asked for an explanation, and 
was told that orders had been sent from headquarters to 
dismiss him. — Cross-examined, defendant said he knew 
there had been complaints from his customers about the 
milk, but did not know the Medical Officer of Health had 
complained to the Company. 

The Town Clerk said that, after what had passed, he did 
not press the case. 

The Bench said there was no doubt the defendant had 
sold the milk, and they would fine him 2s. 6d., including 
costs. 

The Callow Park Dairy Company, Ltd., were then charged 
with the same offence, the Town Clerk prosecuting, and Mr. 
I. Isaacs defending. 

Inspector Watson repeated his evidence.—Cross-ex- 
amined by Mr. Isaacs, he said he did not know that, during 
this time of year, through cattle being fed largely on 
artificial food, such as turnips and mash, the milk could not 
be expected to be so good as when they were fed on natural 
food. He did not think it should make any difference. 
Asked what he was before he became an inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, witness said that, unfortunately, he was 
a farmer. (Laughter.) 

The Town Clerk: Although milk may be poor, it is not 
necessary to add water to improve it >—No. 

Mr. Isaacs: That is an unfair question. 

Richard Hood repeated his evidence in the previous 
case. He said that milk they got from a particular place in 
Yorkshire was not good, and the men fought shy of it 
when they went to the station. They each left it last for the 
others. (Laughter.) 
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Mr. Isaacs said the company were protected by a 
warranty as to the quality of that particular milk. This 
milk had been sold exactly as it arrived at the station, and 
it had not been tampered with by the company. . 

William May, local manager of the company, said it 
was a properly registered one, and had its headquarters at 
Derby. 

George Gardiner, district manager, admitted that they 
had had to complain about the quality of the milk in 
question, and these remonstrances had an effect for a time, 
but the quality generally went off again. They were not 
responsible for that. 

The Bench found the case proved, and fined the 
defendants £10 and costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At North London on March 15th, William Leach, of 
Bradstock Road, was summoned for serving margarine 
without complying with the Act which says that each 
parcel of margarine shall be labelled with inch letters, and 
that it shall be wrapped, when delivered to the customer, 
in paper with a printed notification that it was margarine. 
Fined 1s., and 2s. costs, on each of the two summonses. 

William Ship, of Crozier Terrace, was similarly sum- 
moned under the Margarine Act. He said he sold very 
little, and showed the label which he usually put on his 
margarine ; but he added that, as he was relinquishing the 
margarine business, he had run out of printed wrappers. 
He had, he supposed, upset the inspector by his manner 
towards him, and hence the summons. The inspector said 
that he had a written complaint from a customer, which 
caused him to go to the defendant’s shop. The case was 
adjourned for further evidence. 

At Howth Petty Sessions, on March 14th, Messrs. 
Bewley and Sons, who have a branch establishment in the 
locality, were prosecuted by Acting-Sergeant M/’Caffrey, 
Inspector of Foods, for having on February 18th sold as 
butter a substance certified to be adulterated with 20 per 
cent. of foreign fats, and also not having the substance 
labelled ‘‘ Margarine.” 

The presiding magistrates were Messrs. J. M. Maxwell 
and S. Smalldridge. 

Mr. T. C. Drury (instructed by Messrs. Casey and Clay), 
appeared on behalf of Messrs. Bewley. 

Counsel stated he had a technical objection to the 
summons, but he withdrew that as his clients wished to 
have the case gone fully into. 

Acting-Sergeant M’Caffrey deposed that he purchased 
two half-pounds of butter on the date named, and also half- 
a-pound of coffee. He paid at the rate of 1s. and ts. 2d. 
per pound for the butter. He informed the assistant and 
manager at the shop that he required them for analytical 
purposes, and divided the quantities into three packages, 
leaving a quantity of each with the manager. He left 
another portion with Sir Charles Cameron, and received a 
certificate on the 5th of March that the sample of shilling 
butter was adulterated to the extent of 20 per cent. with 
foreign fats. 

In reply to counsel, witness stated that Sir Charles 
Cameron or his assistant were not in attendance, but he 
handed in the certificate. 

There was no further evidence given for the prosecu- 
tion. 

Mr. Drury said there was evidently some mistake in the 
matter, as Messrs. Bewley had never sold anything in their 
establishments but pure butter. Counsel then handed in 
the invoices of the respective firms from which Messrs. 
Bewley obtained their butter. These included Messrs. 
Chisholm, of Copenhagen ; Messrs. Park, of Manor- 
hamilton; and Messrs. Cleeve and Co., Limerick—all of 
whom stated that they never dealt in any commodity but 
pure butter. 

Mr. J. Riordan, manager of Messrs. Bewley’s provision 
department, deposed that his firm only sold pure butter, 
and they never in the course of his experience, extending 
over fourteen years, sold margarine in any of their houses. 
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Mr. W. M’Conkey stated that he was agent for Messrs. 


Chisholm, of Copenhagen, and Messrs. Bewley only got the 


best class of Danish butter, and paid from 4s."to 5s. a cwt. 
above the average price. 


Messrs. R. M’Donnell and W. Nolan also deposed that. 
the best class of butter was supplied to Messrs. Bewley and | 
Sons, and the warranties showed that the persons from — 


whom they got it only dealt in pure butter. 

Mr. W. H. Williams, manager, deposed that they sold the 
butter to Messrs. Bewley’s customers just as they got it. 

Mr. Maxwell said that the invoices of the supplies sent 
to Messrs. Bewley were for butter, but they should, in his 
opinion, state it was absolutely pure. They considered the 
butter was sold as “ pure,” but Messrs. Bewley.should know 
from whom the butter in question came. 

The manager said it was cool butter, a good pure cook- 
ing butter at the price, and was procured from Messrs. 
Parks, Manorhamilton. 

The Chairman said the invoices should be properly 
stamped, indicating that the butter was perfectly pure. 
They considered that Messrs. Bewley were not in fault, 
and, therefore, dismissed the summons, allowing, however, 
ros. costs to Acting-Sergeant M’Caffrey. 


Mr. M’Conkey said he would carry out the suggestion of 


the Court, and have the invoices stamped in future. 

Acting-Sergeant M’Caffrey said that out of 32 samples 
procured in Howth in two days this was the only case in 
which a question of purity was raised. 

At Cardiff, on March goth, David Harry, 2, Portman- 
moor Road, Splotlands, was summoned for selling adul- 
terated butter. Mr. Kenshole (Messrs. Linton and 
Kenshole), for the defendant, took the objection that the 
summons was invalid as not setting forth that the sale;was 
to the prejudice of the purchaser. The Stipendiary con- 
curred, and dismissed the summons. . ar 

The manager of the same shop, Lewis Lewis, was sum- 
moned for exposing for sale margarine, the label of which 
was not clearly visible to the purchaser. Inspector Burke 
purchased at the shop for 11d. one pound of margarine, 
the label ‘‘margarine” being afterwards produced by the 
manager from behind the counter. The defence was that 
the omission was accidental, and due to the oversight of the 


| shop boy. The stipendiary, while accepting this explana- 


tion, held that the statute left him no alternative but to 
inflict a penalty, and he imposed a fine of ros. and costs. 
At the Stockport County Police-court,; on Thursday, 
Ernest Wood, trading as Wood and Co., grocers, Hazel 
Grove, was summoned under the Margarine Act for selling 
margarine not labelled as such, and under the Food and 
Drugs Act for selling margarine as butter on the roth 
February. He pleaded guilty to both offences. Mr. 
R. Brown conducted the prosecution. Defendant was 
represented by Mr. F. O. S. Leek. — Mr. Brown said 
defendant had several shops in the neighbourhood of 


Stockport. On the day in question the inspector for 
the district, Mr. S. Lea, sent a Mrs. Platt into 
the defendant’s shop, and she asked for half a 


pound of rod. butter. She was served, and gave the 
parcel to Mr. Lea, who took it into the shop and informed 
Griffiths, the manager, that it had been bought for analysis. 
The dish from which the butter was taken was not marked 
in accordance with the Act. The substance was sent to 
the Public Analyst, who found that it was margarine.—The 
magistrates imposed a fine of £5 and costs under the 
Margarine Acts, and 4os. and costs under the Food and 
Drugs Act.—Mr. Brown asked for the special advocate’s 
fee of £2 2s. in each case, which was granted. 

John Smith, grocer, of London Road, Hazel Grove, was 
summoned for not having his margarine labelled on Feb- 
ruary 7th, 1898. Mr. Brown prosecuted, and the defendant 
pleaded guilty.—The magistrates imposed a fine of £5 and 
costs, and allowed £2 2s. advocate’s fee, the Chairman 
stating that the Bench considered that the excuse made b 
the defendant was “a cock and bull story.”—Defendant : 
Can’t you make it a bit less?—Captain Sykes: We can 


make it a bit more. Well, I won’t say what I think 
about you. 
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summoned by David M’Master, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, for selling margarine as butter. Fined 45. 
Mr. M’Erlean defended. The same complainant summoned 
John M’Cready, 13, Nile Street, for exposing margarine for 
sale without having a label attached with the word 
“margarine” printed thereon, and also for delivering 
margarine in a plain paper. A fine of £2 and costs in 
each case was imposed. 


REMARKABLE PERJURY CASE AT LONGTON. 


MIRANDA CHALLINOR, 28 (on bail), was charged with 
committing wilful and corrupt perjury at Longton on 
December 22nd, 1897. Mr. Vachell prosecuted, and Mr. 
Alfred Young and Mr. B. C. Brough defended. 

Mr. Vachell said it appeared that police court pro- 
ceedings were taken in December before the Stipendiary 
Magistrate for the Potteries, in which the defendant was 
charged with selling milk adulterated with water. The 
evidence, which was proved, was that on December 1st she 
was selling milk in Commerce Street, Longton. An 
assistant-inspector under the Food and Drugs and 
Adulteration Acts, named Gifford, employed a man named 
Slaney to purchase a pint of milk from the defendant. 
The latter did so and paid for it with a sixpence, and it was 
found to contain added water. The defendant went into 
the witness-box when the proceedings were taken against 
her, and in her evidence swore that the jug that the man 
Slaney brought for the milk was not empty, but had some- 
thing like half-a-pint of tea init. She was cautioned by the 
Stipendiary, but persisted that the jug was a quart jug with 
tea in it, and that she was not paid for the milk. She was 
convicted and fined £10 and costs. As it was considered 
that it was a deliberate act of perjury, these proceedings 
were taken. 

Mr. Harold Wright, the stipendiary magistrate for the 
Potteries, was sworn, and produced his notes of the police- 
court proceedings, from which he read the following evidence 
given by the defendant at the hearing of the adulteration 
case: “‘ There was tea in the jug. Slaney replied, ‘It does 
not matter ; I’m going to have it for my breakfast.’ The jug 
was almost a quart jug, and it held almost half-a-pint of tea. 
I am quite sure of this.” The latter remark, witness ex- 
plained, was in answer to a caution he gave the defendant. 
Witness told her to consider what she was saying, because if 
what she said was true the certificate of the analyst must 
be entirely wrong. She then said “‘There was no money 
whatever given by anybody. I never received any money. 
Gifford said ‘ That jug’s for the analyst.’ I said ‘ How can 
you analyse milk and tea?’ Gifford then gave the milk to 
Slaney. I said, ‘I want a sample.’ He said, ‘you won’t 
have one.’ Slaney went inside with the milk. Gifford 
locked the door from the outside. When the door was 
opened I saw another jug. This was a white one. The 
jug I poured the milk into was blue-and-white. The white 
jug was smaller than the jug I poured the milkinto. I said 
in the presence of Slaney and Gifford, ‘ What jug’s that ? 
That’s not my milk.’” Having heard all the evidence, 
witness convicted her, and fined the defendant #10 and 
costs, and her mother as well. 

Mr. Vachell: There were two separate summonses and 
wo convictions. 

_ By Mr. Young.—It was not a maximum penalty under 
certain circumstances. 

The Judge.—It looks as if it is in the discretion of the 
magistrates to inflict a fine up to £20. 

Cross-examination continued.—He gave his evidence 
before the magistrates when the prisoner was committed, 
but that was in answer to questions and not read from the 
note as on this occasion. 

Mr. E. W. H. Knight, county inspector under the Food 
and Drugs and Adulteration Acts, deposed to laying the 
information. 

John Slaney, engineman, Ronald Street, said that on 
December tst last he saw Miranda Challinor selling milk 





SANITATION. 765 


At Belfast, James Lewis, 18, Newtownards Road, was 


in Commerce Street and he went to her to buy a pint of 
milk. He took a pint jug, and it had nothing in it. He 
bought a pint of milk and paid her with a sixpence. Mr. 
Gifford came up and said he wanted that milk for the public 
analyst, and that he had bought the milk. The prisoner 
said, “That is not your milk, Charlie. I’ve not sold the 
milk to you. I’ve some in the cart for you.” She jumped 
out of the cart and and attempted to take the milk from 
him. As Gifford was afraid of it being spilt, witness took 
it from him and carried it to the engine-house and saw it 
sealed up there. 

Charles Gifford, assistant to Mr. Knight, said that on 
December 1st he instructed Slaney to get a pint of milk 
from the defendant Challinor, and gave him the money to 
pay for it. He corroborated Slaney, and added that there 
was nothing in the jug. 

Mr. Young said the jury and others might have thought 
it strange he did not cross-examine the last two witnesses ; 
but he felt perfectly certain that if Mr. Harold Wright, the 
stipendiary magistrate, had been aware of the circumstances 
of the state of the poor girl in the dock at the time when 
he investigated the charge against her—a somewhat un- 
necessary charge when her mother, the responsible person, 
was also charged—that he himself would never have fined 
her £10 and costs, but would have let her go scot free. 
When the jury learned what was her mental state they 
would probably agree that it was a sad pity that she should 
have been sent here on a charge of perjury. He blamed 
no one, because he thought the committing magistrates 
were not aware of her condition. The jury now 
had to be convinced that it was proved that she wilfully 
and corruptly swore that which was false, having a 
sufficiently active mind to be capable of forming an 
opinion, and had wilfully and with intention committed 
perjury. Headmitted she made the statements complained 
of, but he did not admit that the statements were made 
wilfully and corruptly in the meaning of the Act. In 
the fact, the girl was not much removed from an idiot, 
and he should call medical evidence to that effect. She 
had attempted her own life, and done so since these pro- 
ceedings began. He thought they would agree that she 
had nota full appreciation of the meaning of what she was 
deposing to. She did not know what an oath was or why 
she might be sent to prison. 

His lordship supposed Mr. Young wanted the jury to 
say that she was insane at the time of the offence. A 
special verdict to that effect was what the learned counsel 
asked for. 

Mr. Young said she might not be in that state which the 
Act of Parliament said, but she might be in such a state of 
mind and her intellect so undeveloped as to make it for the | 
jury to decide whether what she did was done wilfully and 
corruptly. 

His lordship said either she was in a state in which she 
was responsible or not. Where was counsel’s half-way 
house between insanity and sanity ? 

Mr. Young urged that the doctors said her mind was 
that of a child, who might say what was untrue, but not 
wilfully and corruptly. 

His Lordship asked if he suggested that a person who 
was not insane could be in any doubt as to whether a jug 
was a quart jug ora pint jug, or whether it had tea in it or 
not. 

Mr. Young said he did. There might be a delusion, 
which was not insanity. 

His Lordship: You say she was temporarily insane. 

Mr. Young said not at all. It was well known that 
many people were not proceeded against for the purpose of 
putting them under restraint, because it was impossible to 
say on which side of the line their condition was, for in 
some things they were insane and under delusions. He 
should like to place the doctor’s evidence before the jury. 

His Lordship repeated that there was no half-way house 
between a person being responsible and not responsible in 
the law for saying that which was untrue. 

Mr. Young urged that the half-way house was to be found 
in the application of the word “ wilful”—namely, that the 
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person understood the effect of their evidence. What he 
urged was that she was childish. He then called medical 
evidence. 

Edwin White Jones, M.D. and B.Ch., in practice as a 
medical man seventeen years at Longton, said he knew the 
prisoner, and had attended her for the past ten years. 
About ten years ago he was first consulted in reference to 
her mental state, which took the forms of delusions, 
threatening suicide, and refusing food. He had ascertained 
she had received a blow on her head from a swing-boat 
some two years previously to that. For the first four years 
he knew her she had periods of insanity of the same 
character. Among special features there was a risk of suicide. 
She was practically a cypher in the family. His opinion was 
that she was a girl of very feeble mind, almost childlike. 
He had conversed with her with respect to this case, and 
she had no conception at all of the nature of the trial or 
what it was about, or whether there was any likelihood of 
her going to prison at all. He believed it was February 28th 
when he last saw her and pointed out that she might be 
sent to gaol. She replied: “I shanna.” He told her that 
the police would take her, and she said: “ But I’ll hit ’em. 
I'll run away.” His opinion was that her brain was that of 
a child. Her next younger sister was an absolute idiot, and 
another member of the family, younger than she, was 
mentally afflicted. 

Cross-examined : He did not think her state of mind had 
improved materially in recent years. It was not a sign of 
insanity in North Staffordshire for a person to say he or she 
would run away from the police. She was subject to delu- 
sions now, and had suffered during the last six months. He 
thought she would know the difference between milk and 
milk and water. He should expect her to know that it was 
wrong to put water into the milk, and she would be able to 
distinguish between an empty jug and one that had tea init, 
and would know that if there was already tea in the jug in 
which she put the milk, that it would be unfair to charge her 
with diluting the milk. She would know at the time, but he 
could not say that she would recollect it. She would know 
the difference between a quart and a pint jug. 

Re-examined: A child would know these things, though 
it might not be responsible for perjury. He thought still 
the same about her mental condition. 

By the Judge: He did not think she understood now 
what the offence was she was alleged to have committed. 
On February 28th he was satisfied she did not understand 
the real nature of the proceedings. When at the hearing 
before the Stipendiary she had not the slightest idea what 
the proceedings were about, and did not recognise her 
name when it was called. 

His Lordship said that if that was the evidence it ought 
to have been brought before this Court before she pleaded. 
There was nothing in the depositions to show her state was 
so serious.—His Lordship retired to consult his brother 
Day, as he felt the question raised was a serious one. 

His Lordship, returning, said it was clear there was no 
half way in the matter. Either she was guilty of the offence, 
sane or insane. He pointed out that she had been sent out 
selling milk with a horse and cart and receiving money. Did 
the doctor suggest that she was not fit to do that ? 

Dr. Jones said he considered she was unfit to be so sent 
out or take any responsibility. 

His Lordship then summed up, and directed the jury as 
to the only two alternatives—either that she was sane and 
did not swear what she did swear wilfully and corruptly, or 
that she did swear wilfully and corruptly, but was insane at 
the time. 

The jury found that she was guilty, but not accountable 
for her actions at the time. 

His Lordship said he had then only to pronounce one 
judgment— namely, that she be detained in custody until Her 
Majesty’s pleasure was made known. 

Mr. Young asked his Lordship to reserve a case, and his 
Lordship said he would consider it. 

The prisoner was taken down, and said nothing, quietly 
accompanying the female warder. 

The court adjourned at six o’clock. 
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COFFEE. 

_ AT Slough Petty Sessions, Amos Smith, Wexlam, was 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling coffee - 
which was not of the required standard.—He pleaded not 
guilty.—Superintendent Sutton said he went to defendant’s 
shop at Wexham, on February 14th, and said to the assistant 
(Miss Smith), ‘‘ Have you any loose coffee?” She replied 
He then asked for a pound, but, as there was not 
quite that amount in stock, he was supplied with just under 
threequarters of a pound for 9d. Next he told Miss 
Smith what he had made the purchase for, and, in 
her presence, he divided the coffee into three parts. 
One of these he left at the shop, another he sent 
to the public analyst, and the third he now produced. 
The analyst’s certificate, which he now produced, showed 
that the sample contained 67 per cent. of coffee and 33 per 
cent. chicory.—Cross-examined : While he was in the shop 
some one came in and advised him to buy a tin of coffee 
instead of the loose. He replied that he did not want a 
tin, but some pure coffee.—In defence, Mr. Smith said 
when he took over the business twelve months ago 
he found some coffee in one of the tins. It was never 
intended for sale, and was only left in the shop 
because he had no cupboard accommodation. for it in 
the kitchen. He called his daughter Florence, who said 
she was in the shop attending to some postal duties when 
Supt. Sutton came. She was not supposed to serve in the 
shop, and only did so on this occasion because her father 
was out and her uncle was busy making out some bills. 
The Bench did not regard the case as a serious one. It 
was unfortunate for defendant, but still the law must be 
observed. ‘They must inflict some sort of punishment, but 
under the circumstances they would only impose a fine of 
4t, though the costs had amounted to more than that. 


ADULTERATION IN MONMOUTHSHIRE. 


At Tredegar Petty Sessions on March 15th, Margaret 
Jones was summoned for selling milk containing 14 per 
cent. added water, and further with refusing to sell a 
quantity of milk for analysis. 

Mr. H. S. Gustard, Clerk to the Monmouthshire County 
Council, prosecuted. 

T. E. Serjent, inspector, proved purchasing 13d. of milk 
from defendant on February 18th, and submitted it to the 
analyst, who certified it to contain 14 per cent. of water. The 
defendant had her milk in two large tins and one small tin. 
She served her customers from the small one and had a 
quantity of milk in it ready to supply when I came up. 
Instead of serving me with it as it was, she picked up 
one of the large tins and filled it first. The 
defendant stated that she left the cover off 
for the milk to cool and some rain must have got in. 
After completing the purchase of that sample, I asked 
Mrs. Jones for three-halfpennyworth of milk from the other 
tin. She said: “I can’t let you have that; it is skim milk.” 
I then said: ‘I will purchase it as skim milk.” But she 
again refused. I told her that if she did not supply me she 
would be prosecuted. She then picked up her tin as if 
about to supply me, but with a quick movement she threw 
the whole contents of the tin on the road. (Some spec- 
tators of the affair passed some not very complimentary 
remarks to Mrs. Jones about the stuff she was selling.) 

Mr. William Thomas, who was standing at his door at 
the time, said, “I heard the inspector ask Mrs Jones for 
milk, and she refused to supply him. After some conversa- 
tion she picked up her tin, as if about to supply him, and 
then threw the whole of the milk on the road.” 

The Bench fined her £3 for selling adulterated milk, 
and £5 for refusing to sell milk for analysis. 

At this same court, Richard Marsden was fined £2 for 
selling milk with 8 per cent. added water, and ‘Thomas 
Griffiths was fined £3 for selling milk containing 16} per 
cent. added water. 
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" ARMY OFFICIALS AND A GRAVE VINEGAR 
} SCANDAL. 


CERTAIN of our public men, when they wish to prove 
how righteously everything is done in our English public 
‘departments, cite for us the awful examples of American 
corruption. 
_ There happens to be an example of home corruption 
which, if the Army authorities can hush it up they will do so, 
but which in the interests of the public it is to be hoped 
will be thoroughly exposed. A few weeks ago thirty soldiers 
at Hilsea Barracks, Portsmouth, were poisoned and nearly 
killed by vinegar which was found to contain arsenic. The 
Occurrence was made the subject of a special board of 
enquiry, but the facts have been hushed up, and the firm or 
Society which supplied the poisoned vinegar are shielded 
from any publicity or punishment. It is freely stated that 
the reason of this hushing up is that the society or firm is 
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one in which a great number of military officers have 
pecuniary interests. Whether this be the case or not, the 
public welfare cannot permit such suspicious scandals, and - 
we look to some earnest Members of Parliament to so raise 
the question in the House of Commons that justice and 
compensation be done to the artillerymen, and that the 
purveyors of the poisoned vinegar get the publicity and fine 
which would be meted out to them if they were private 
traders. ? 


THE “ALKALOIDS” OF COD-LIVER OIL. 


Wuat ARE THEY ?P—Do THEY PossEss THE THERAPEUTIC 
VALUE OF THE OIL ITSELF? 


BY PROE SS JOHN) IM 7 hRANECIS: 


OF late years there have appeared in the journals a 
number of articles concerning the so-called “alkaloids” or 
“active principles ” of cod-liver oil, and discussing whether 
these chemical compounds represented the wonderful value 
possessed by the oil itself. Conflicting views have naturally 
been expressed, since there must always be two sides to 
every new question; and experiments on the part of 
chemists and therapeutists have resulted. But it would 
seem to us that there is one phase of the subject which 
renders experimentation almost unnecessary, and that is 
this : Cod-liver oil must be regarded simply as a food, and 
one of such great and peculiar efficiency that it deserves to 
be classed as a therapeutic agent by virtue thereof. 

As is well known, a certain amount of fatty material is 
a necessity to the organism when performing its regular 
functions. Under ordinary conditions it matters little in 
what form this oleaginous material is supplied to the 
digestive organs, which can generally insure. its preparation 
and absorption. But it frequently happens that under the 
conditions supervening in cases of inanition, phthisis, 
strumous skin diseases, or disorders referable to exhaustion 
or debility of the nervous centres, the assimilative organs 
are unable to supply the fat required to carry on properly 
the vital functions, much less make good the loss which has 
already occurred. Under thesé circumstances we have in 
cod-liver oil a food which can in many instances, un- 
fortunately not in all, be assimilated in full measure. 
This is the whole secret of its surpassing excellence, By 
virtue of chemical constitution it yields itself to the manipu- 
lation of the enfeebled organs of assimilation with peculiar 
readiness, and but little change is necessary to adapt it to 
its function. Otherwise, butter, cream, or olive oil would be 
just as suitable, and would, perhaps, be preferable on the 
score of attractiveness. 

When the oil is assimilated, there follow the results so 
much desired, namely, facilitation of the digestive processes, 
increase in body weight and in the proportion of red blood- 
corpuscles, and a stimulation of healthy cell-formation 
throughout the tissues. To sum up the whole matter in a 
few words, it may be said that the oil sustains the 
organism until it is able to renew its functions and to rebuild 
the shattered structure. 

In performing the 7é/e above outlined for cod-liver oil, we 
cannot see that there is any need for the intervention of an 
active principle ; the evident necessity is not for some minute 
substance which by its presence will stimulate the process 
of elimination; instead, the demand is for food. The 
special food value of the oil is attested by the fact that of 
the hundreds of substitutes which the past has brought forth, 
many of them oils of fatty combinations of every conceivable 
variety, not one has survived the practical test, and cod-liver 
oil is consumed in greater quantities than ever before. 

Now, as to the so-called alkaloids. 

The oil from which the alkaloids are extracted and which 
the advocates of the active principle theory claim to be most 
efficient, upon which, say they, the reputation of cod-liver 
oil was founded before the advent of improved methods, is 
collected by allowing the livers to lie exposed until by decom- 
position of the hepatic tissues the oil is allowed to exude. 
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It is well known. that liver tissue is a most inviting field for 
bacterial growth ; how, then, can any sane man convince 
himself that bacterial decomposition of the albuminous 
matter, with the formation of ptomaines, will not supervene 
eS the time required for the predking down of the oil 
cells ? 

Furthermore, if the active principles are present in the 
livers when taken from the fish, why are they not present 
‘in the oil which is extracted by immediate manipulation 
- before decomposition sets in? Yet we have the evidence 
of the advocates of the “‘active principles” as our authority 
for the statement that these alkaloids do not occur in the 
light oil made by the improved processes, but that the dark 
oils procured by decomposition processes are rich in them. 
Is it not reasonable to expect both oils to take these 
alkaloids in solution? 

Again, a noted advocate of the alkaloid theory states 
that ‘the reputation of cod-liver oil was made several 
hundred years before the advent of the steam process,” 
etc, arguing further that this oil made by the decomposition 
process owed its virtue to the alkaloids it contained. He 
further admits that the oil made by the improved process in 
use since 1853 does not contain these alkaloids. If this be 
so, what shall we say of this improved oil made since 1853, 
and which has for nearly a lifetime practically superseded 
the oil made by the old process? Has it proved the less 
efficacious? Do not physicians get just as good results as 
before? Has anything been found to supersede it? Is it 
not a fact well known to all physicians that where there were 
half a dozen patients who could stomach the old .oil, there 
are now twenty who can take the new with comfort? If 
the alkaloids impart to cod-liver oil all its value, why is a 
new oil, which contains none of them, so invaluable ? 


BREAD LAW CONUNDRUMS. 

A RESPECTED correspondent from Ely writes to us this 
week stating that he has frequently seen in our pages notices 
of prosecutions of bakers for selling bread otherwise than 
by weight, and that in some cases the loaves have been two 
ounces or more short of weight. He therefore thinks that 
if we would reply to a few queries that he puts to us on the 
subject the replies would be not only interesting to himself 
but to all our readers. It is our endeavour to make all our 
articles interesting to all our readers, although we frequently 
fail in satisfying this ambition, and only succeed in interest- 
ing a proportion of them. Before entering into a discussion 
of the interesting questions submitted by our correspondent, 
we can only express the opinion that if our readers are not 
by this time sick of the various points in connection with 
the Bread Laws it is time that they were, for the facts and 
law on the question have been discussed times without 
number, and apparently the conflicting condition only leaves 
a portion of our readers in greater dubiety than ever. As, 
however, our correspondent submits to us the following 
definite queries, we will do our utmost to answer him, as we 
conceive, in a correct manner. 

The following are the queries that our correspondent 
puts to us: 

1. What weight has the half-quartern loaf to be? 

2. If 2 lbs, then who fixes the weight at that? as the 
law, as far as I can learn, does not specify the weight, 
but’ simply states that all bread should be sold by 
weight. 

‘3. Am I right in maintaining that 131bs. constitutes 
half-quartern loaf, calculating 14 lbs. to the stone, the same 
on at which we purchase our flour ? 

If I weigh my bread in the presence of the purchaser 
at 12 Ibs. for a half-quartern, and give the buyer to under- 
stand that that is the weight of the half-quartern, does this 
meet the legal requirements of this deviating law which 
harasses all honest bakers ? 

In reply to the first query of our correspondent, there is 
no doubt in our minds whatever that the weight of the half- 
quartern loaf should be two pounds. 

Our correspondent has apparently anticipated this 
answer, for he then asks who fixes that weight, as the law 








does. not do so. In this contention he is undoubtedly 
right, for it is an unfortunate circumstance that there is no 
definite guide on the statute books as to what a half-quartern 
or a quartern loaf ought to weigh, but custom and public 
acceptation are at one in universally requiring that a half- 
quartern loaf should weigh two pounds. In the Government 
Bill which was introduced into the House of Commons, in 
1888, by Sir Michael Hicks Beach and Baron Henry de 


Worms, there were two clauses that dealt with the sale of 
_bread. The matter is now somewhat one of ancient history, 
| but some of our friends at that time took an exceedingly 
-active part in considering the measures proposed. The 
_Weights and Measures Bill of 1888, which with some 
_ alterations became the Weights and Measures Act of 1889, 
largely deals with the question of the verification and 


stamping of weights and measures; but it was sought to 


'take advantage of the opportunity of its introduction to 


include certain regulations for the sale of coal and bread. 
Two sub-sections would have been valuable had they been 
retained in the measure which ultimately became law, in so 
far that they would have definitely settled the denomination 
of quartern and half-quartern of bread. The clauses were 
as follow : 

1. A quartern of bread shall weigh 4 lbs., and a half- 
quartern of bread shall weigh 2 lbs. 

2. If any person sells bread by the quartern or half- 
quartern, and the weight of the bread so sold is deficient, 
he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding £2. 

The remainder of Part 3 of the Bill, which dealt with 
bread, provided that an Inspector of Weights and Measures 
should be permitted at all reasonable times to enter any 
building where bread was sold or exposed for sale or for 


delivery, in order to weigh that bread, and that if it were — 


not of the weight represented by the seller he should be 
liable to a fine not exceeding £2. When the Bill ultimately 
passed into law the two sections dealing with the recognition 
of the weight of the quartern and the half-quartern were 
deleted, and the latter section, to which we have referred, 
altered its complexion, and provided that no baker, seller 
of bread, or anyone employed by him should be liable to 
any penalty for refusing to weigh in the presence of the 
purchaser any bread conveyed or carried out in any cart or 
other carriage unless he is requested so to do by, or on 
behalf of, the purchaser. It will thus be seen that in the 





metamorphosis of the Bill into an Act the part dealing — 
with bread became radically changed. The intention of | 


the drafters of the Bill was undoubtedly to legally recog- 


nise the weights of the quarterns and half-quarterns of 


bread as four pounds and two pounds respectively—a con- 
tention with which the public would almost universally 


| 


agree, and with which also undoubtedly the baking trade © 


could find no reasonable grounds of complaint. 
According to the universally -accepted definition of 


quartern and half-quartern, our inquiring friend would be ~ 


quite wrong in maintaining that 1~ pounds constitutes a 
half-quartern loaf, and he is not entitled to base his calcu- 
lation of the weight of bread upon the calculation as to 
under what denomination he purchases his flour. The 


trade cannot raise an arbitrary standard of weight, and ~ 


expect that the action should be accepted either by all 
or by the public. 
of the Assize of Bread the weight of the quartern loaf 
was required to be 4lbs. s5ozs. 8drs., and the weight 
of the half-quartern loaf was 2lb. 20zs. 12drs. It will, 
therefore, be seen that the acceptation of 4lbs. and 
2lbs. as the standard and accepted weight of the quartern 


As a matter of fact, in the early days — 


and the half-quartern loaves is much lower than was — 


provided for under the Assize of Bread, although somewhat 
higher than that suggested by our correspondent on the 
basis of the quartern of flour. The standard of loaf at that 
time was the peck loaf, which weighed, not 7lbs. or 8lbs., 
according to the weight of a peck accepted at present, but 
weighed 17lbs. 60zs., and the quarter of that gave the 
weight of the quartern loaf at 4lbs. 50zs. 8dwts. 
thus seen that it would be unreasonable and illogical, as well 
as erroneous and illegal, for a baker to weigh his bread at 

rjlbs. in the presence of his customer, and give the latter to 


It will be © 
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3d. or 34d., as the case might be. 
_to the provisions of the law, which require that bread shall 
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understand that that was the weight of the half-quartern loaf. 
This would in no way meet the legal requirements, and 


would be quite as unlikely to satisfy the common-sense’ 


of the customer. No ordinarily intelligent person 
would accept the decision of a seller that a_half- 
loaf was t1ilbs., but would very speedily 
insist that, when he asked for a half-quartern loaf, 
he expected to receive one that weighed 2zlbs. The 
whole testimony of the history of the Bread Act cases 


goes to prove that when a purchaser demands a quartern or . 


a half-quartern loaf he expects and is entitled to receive 
bread that will stand the weight of 4lbs. and 2lbs. re- 
What would meet the legal requirements of the 
case would be for the seller to say nothing whatever about a 
half-quartern loaf, but if he desired to sell a loaf which 


_ weighed 12lbs. he would be perfectly entitled to weigh it as 


such, and in handing it to the customer tell him that that 


was a loaf weighing 12lbs., for which he required to be paid 
He would thus conform 


be sold by weight ; but he has no moral or legal right to lay 
down the standard, either for himself, his customer, or the 


Magistrate, that a half-quartern loaf shall weigh anything 


other than is usually accepted, namely, that it shall weigh 


_ albs. 


Mr. Fletcher, at Nottingham, raised the point that the 
time was ripe for a reconsideration of the Bread Laws, and 


urged that some step should be taken to come to some 


_ the risk of ‘punishment. 


common understanding in the trade as to what bakers 


really wanted. Some of them want total repeal, which 
they will never get ; others are contented to go on and run 
In the meantime, week after week 


_ sees in various districts of the kingdom batch after batch 
of tradesmen punished under the existing law. Yet we are 


convinced that if the trade would bring itself into line 
with public opinion upon the matter, an easy remedy 
could be found, and one which would not be only for 
the protection of the public, but would also be to the 
lasting benefit of the trade itself. We are convinced that 
the remedy is to be found in making and selling any loaf 
at or under 1 lb. as fancy bread—fancy either as defined by 
ingredients or shape—but that all household bread in the 
ordinary acceptation of the term should be sold under the 
two standards of 2lbs. and 4lbs. These loaves would 
require to be stamped with these weights, and any light- 
ness discovered in them should be treated as an offence. 
One fails to see how the trade could look upon the im- 
position of such conditions as grounds either of offence or 
asa hardship upon the honest tradesman, and we are certain 


that the public and Parliament would view in such a course 


ample protection for the interests of the purchasers. 
The British Baker. 


REFUSAL TO SELL SPIRITS. 


AT Durham County Police Court, on March 16th, John 
Wilkinson, innkeeper, Tudhoe Park, was summoned under 
the Food and Drugs Act for refusing to sell a quantity of 
rum to the inspector, who had tendered pay for the same. 
Mr. Benjamin Scott Elder prosecuted, and Mr. Isadore 
Isaacs defended.—At the outset Mr. Scott Elder asked that 
the witnesses in the case might be ordered to leave the 
court, and this was done.—In the course of his opening 


Statement Mr. Scott Elder said he must depart from his 


usual custom and ask the magistrates to take a serious view 
of the case. It was a case of refusing to sell when 
requested. Defendant knew what the sample was wanted 


for, knew who applied for-it, and also knew the consequence 


of refusing todo so. He need not point out that if this 
was tolerated for one moment the Food and Drugs Act 
would be rendered of none effect.—Mr. Isaacs said he 
would prove that the rum had absolutely run off, and that 
there was not sufficient to supply the inspector.—Evidence 
Was given in support of this contention.—Defendant said 


he told Mr. Elder that he could not: get a pint when there 


‘was not that much in the cask. He tilted the cask. on 


Sunday morning, and there was hardly. threepennyworth 
came out when it was emptied.—The Chairman said the 
Bench found defendant guilty, and fined him the full 
penalty, £10 and costs. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


Avr Caerphilly, on March 15th, Alice Osborne, landlady 
of the Wellington Hotel; Nelson, was summoned for selling 
whisky 27% degrees under proof, and fined ros. and costs. 
She said it was an accident.—Thomas Powell, landlord of 
the Greyhound Inn, Llanfabon, was summoned for selling 
whisky 26} degrees under proof, pleaded guilty, and was 
fined 5s. and costs.—Mary Hughes, landlady of the Cooper’s 
Arms, Ystradmynach, was similarly charged, the whisky 
being in this case 33 degrees under proof. Defendant said 
she had a notice hung up to the effect that no. strength was 
guaranteed, but Inspector Williams denied seeing it. The 
case was adjourned for a fortnight. 


At Kirkby Stephen, on March 14, Mary Richardson, 
innkeeper, Kirkby Stephen, was charged with selling a pint 
of whisky which was adulterated with water. Evidence 
was given by Supt. Smith and Sergt. Johnstone relating to 
the purchase of the whisky on the 4th ult. by the former 
witness, and both stated that during their visit to the inn 
they did not notice any card in the room certifying that all 
spirits sold there were diluted with water and no strength 
guaranteed. Mrs. Richardson was represented by Mr. 
Robinson, who contended that it was not necessary for the 
defendant to draw the officers’ attention in the rooms. Mrs. 
Richardson had held a licence for a great number of years, 
and there was not a single mark against her for offences 
under the Licensing Acts. | Christopher Simpson, 
labourer, Hartley, said he had seen notices placed in 
prominent positions on the walls of every room. The 
official analysis of the whisky supplied showed that it was 
32°8 degrees under proof, or 7°8 degrees below the legal 
limit. The Bench imposed a fine of 5s. and costs. 


MARGARINE. 


‘At Durham, on March 16th, Edward Maddison, grocer, 
ef Tudhoe Grange, was summoned under the Food and’ 
Drugs Act for exposing for sale a quantity of margarine 
without having a label indicating the same attached thereto. 
Mr. Scott Elder prosecuted. Defendant, in defence, stated 
that the label had been taken off in order to have it 
washed. He was fined £2 and costs— £2 8s. in all. 

At Worship Street, on March 16th, William Lewis, of 
57, East Road, Hoxton, was summoned for selling as 
butter an article which was margarine.—Mr. Ricketts, 
solicitor, said that the assistant in the shop was busy at 
the time cleaning the shop, and in the hurry had made a 
mistake. It was said the defendant had been formerly 
convicted.—Mr. Ricketts admitted the fact.—Mr. Corser 
said the answer to the defence was really that the 
defendant did not employ competent persons in his 
business, the reason being the cutting down of the wages 
bill to such a fine point that the public did not get what 
they paid for. He had to protect the public under those 
circumstances, and imposed a fine of #10 and ras. 6d. 
costs.—Robert Loftus, trading as Loftus and Co., also of 
Hoxton, was summoned under the Margarine Acts.—Mr. 
Margetts, solicitor, defended, and pleaded that there had 
been no cutting down of the wages bill with the result of 
incompetent persons being employed, but there had been a 
mistake in the hurry of serving.—The defendant was said 
by Mr. Robinson, vestry clerk of Shoreditch,. who prose- 
cuted, to have several shops and to have been previously 
convicted.—Mr. Corser imposed a fine of £ro and 12s. 6d. 
costs in this case also. 
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At Wolverhampton, on March 16th, Charles Ray (45), 
of Smethwick, was charged with selling as butter a 


_ substance which was not of the nature and quality 


demanded ; and he was also charged with selling a parcel 
of margarine which was without a proper label.—Mr. R. A. 
Willcock said the defendant traded as the Danish Butter 
Company, in Church Street, Bilston, and Mr. H. Van 
Tromp, the county inspector, decided to test what was sold 
at the shop. At his request Mr. George Webb, postmaster 
of Moxley, went to the premises and asked for “ half a 
pound of tenpenny butter.” When analysed the substance 
was found to contain 20 per cent. of butter and 80 per 
cent. of margarine. A woman who accompanied Mr. 
Webb also asked for half a pound of butter at the same 
price. The manager supplied the purchaser with some in 
white paper. This substance was found on analysis to be 
the same as the other. Defendant said it was a mistake 
on the part of his manager, but he had to suffer for it. He 
was fined #5 and costs in each case, a total of £14 14s. 6d. 
—Samuel E. Jackson, of High Bullen, Wednesbury, was 
fined £5 and costs for selling as butter an article which 
contained 32 per cent. only of butter ; and Charles Martin, 
of Bridge Street, Park Village, was fined £5 and costs for 
selling as butter margarine which contained only 17 per 
cent. of real butter. 


Ar Newington and Walworth Police-court, Morgan 
Jones, of Deacon Street, Walworth, was summoned by In- 
spector Sargent, on behalf of Newington Vestry, for selling 
butter not of the nature, substance, and quality of the 
article demanded by the purchaser.—A sample of butter 
purchased at the defendant’s shop was found to contain a 
considerable percentage of margarine.—The defendant said 
he was ill at the time, and his assistant made a mistake.— 
Mr. Hopkins fined defendant 20s. and costs. 


MILK. 


AT Leeds, on March 18th, William Fawcett, wholesale 
and retail milk ‘dealer, Parliament Terrace, Armley, was 
summoned for selling new milk, on February rith, which 
the City Analyst certified to have had 17 per cent. of butter 
fat removed. It was alleged that the low condition of the 
milk was due‘to the abstraction of thecream. The defendant 
produced a guarantee from the person from whom he pur- 
chased the milk to the effect that it was quite pure and 
sweet and of average quality. Defendant was fined 4os., 
including costs, or seven days in default. Inspector Walker 
prosecuted. 


AT Chesham, on Mar. 16th, Alfred George Williamson, 
dairyman, Chesham, was summoned for selling some new milk 
that was not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 
—Mr. T. B. Fourmy defended.—Supt. Maneely said that on 
Feb. 16th, he purchased a pint of new milk from Montague 
Clark, a servant of the defendant. Clark was hawking the 
milk in the street, and witness paid 13d. for the pint he 
bought. He told Clark he had purchased the milk for the 
purpose of sending it to the Public Analyst to be analysed, 
and then he divided the milk into three portions, and sealed 
the bottles with the county seal. One bottle he gave to 
Clark, and one he forwarded next day, by P.C. Bates, to Mr. 
W. W. Fisher, county analyst, at Oxford. From Mr. Fisher 
he received subsequently a certificate, which stated that the 
milk in question was—milk, 95 parts; added water, 5 parts. 
Witness took samples the same day from other dairymen.— 
P.C. Bates and Montague Clark gave formal evidence. 
The latter, in cross-examination, said that Mr. Williamson 
had the milk daily from a farmer in the neighbourhood, and 
when the milk was received no one had anything to do with 
it but witness and Mr. and Mrs. Williamson. Witness did 
not add any water to the milk.—Mr. Fourmy, addressing 
the Court, said that the defendant forwarded the sample of 
milk given to Clark by the Superintendent intact to the 
General Apothecaries Company, and the result of their 
analysis showed that “the milk is slightly below the 
standard of richness in fat,” but that “ the deficiency is too 
small to be attributed to adulteration.” The milk was not 
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adulterated by the defendant or his wife, or anyone else, but 
was sold to the public in exactly the same state in which it 


was received from the farmer.—Without troubling Mr. 


Fourmy to call any witnesses, the magistrates dismissed the 


case, being of opinion that no adulteration was proved. 


COFFEE. 


At Malling, Arthur Ennals was summoned for selling 
adulterated coffee at West Malling on February 8th. 


Defendant pleaded that the coffee was sold in mistake by 


one of his assistants, who did not know it was mixed. 
fine of 5s. and costs 9s. was imposed. 


A 


CREAM OF TARTAR. 


At Reigate, Joseph Martin, of the International Stores, 
Station Road, Horley, was summoned under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act for selling cream of tartar which was 


not of the nature, substance, and quality of the article — 


demanded. 
Mr. Beck appeared to defend. 


Mr. Talbot Kyle, an Inspector under the Sale of Food — 


and Drugs Act, employed by the County Council, said he 


visited defendant’s premises on Monday, January 31st, and 


asked for a pound of cream of tartar. Defendant served 
him, and he paid 7d. for it. He told defendant what he 
wanted the cream of tartar for, and in the usual way 
divided it into three portions, one of which was sent 
to the public analyst. 
to be bicarbonate of sodium, and not cream of tartar 
at all. 


mistaking one bottle for another that the offence had been 
committed against the Act. 


The ‘Chairman said the Bench would take it that there 
was no intention to defraud, but it was a piece of gross — 


carelessness which they could not altogether look over, and 
the magistrates hoped that more care would be exercised in 
the future. Fined 5s. and costs. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Evesham, on March rsth, John Foster, grocer, Port — 


Street, Bengeworth, was summoned for selling olive oil 
adulterated with 30 per cent. of foreign oil. Mr. G. L. 
Edes defended. The oil was sold to a boy sent to the shop 
by the police. Dr. Swete’s analysis showed that it was 
adulterated with foreign oil to the extent of at least 30 per 
cent. 


but only in bottles. The boy asked for a flask, which 
contained oil known as salad oil. Defendant was fined 53s. 
and 14s. costs.—For a similar offence Thomas Baker, 
grocer, Vine Street, was fined 5s. and 96. costs. : 


UNSEASONABLE SALMON. 


At Cheltenham, on March 15th, a prosecution was in- — 


stituted by the Fishmongers’ Company against Olive and 
Olive, fishmongers, Cheltenham, for unlawfully having in 
their possession, on January 19th, an unseasonable salmon. 
Frederick Arthur Shrubsall, their manager, was included in 
the information, and James Barlow, of Newburgh, Fife, was 


also summoned for consigning to Messrs. Olive a package — 


26, 1898. 


On being analysed it was found — 


Defendant pleaded guilty, but said it was through — 


For the defence it was contended that pure olive oil — 
was never sold in flasks now (although it used to be), © 
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containing a salmon which was not conspicuously marked — 


“salmon.” — Mr. Humphreys, of London, 
were legally represented. Practically a plea of guilty 
was put in by defendants, Shrubsall and Barlow, and 
on it being shown that Mr. Olive was ill in bed at the time 


appeared 
for the Fishmongers’ Company, and both defendants 


a 


_. 


of the transaction, the case against him was withdrawn. 


The salmon in question weighed 20 lb., and was invoiced 


Wiican 
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March 26, 1898. 


- £30 in that of Barlow. 


~ to Somerset House. 
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_ by Barlow to Messrs. Olive at 2s. 6d. per lb., and they sold 


itat 4s. The box in which it was. packed was marked 
“margarine.”—The prosecuting solicitor stated that the 
Fishmongers’ Company, in prosecuting and investigating the 
offence, had been put to £20 costs in Shrubsali’s case, and 
It was proved that the fish was 
netted and not rod-caught, as had been stated. —Barlow was 
fined £5 with £10 10s. costs, and Shrubsall £6 with 
47 78. costs. 


ISLINGTON VESTRY AND ANALYSES. 


On March 11th, in the House of Commons, Mr. Duck” 
worth had the following question on the paper: “ To ask 
the President of the Local Government Board whether he 


_ is aware that, in the course of a fortnight, three separate 
_ analyses of the analyst of the Islington Vestry were proved 


to be inaccurate, when the samples dealt with were referred 
And, whether the Local Government 
Board will take any steps to inquire into mistakes which so 
seriously affect the tradesmen against whom summonses 
were issued upon such mistaken certificates.” Mr. Duck- 
worth did not rise in his place when the question was 
reached, and Mr. Ritchie did not have the opportunity of 
answering it. 


IMPORTANT APPEAL FROM NEWTON. 


BreroreE Mr. Justice Wright and Mr. Justice Darling, 
forming a divisional court, the matter of Farley and Higgin- 
botham came on for hearing.—Mr. Jordan stated that he 
appeared for the appellant, who was the proprietor of a 
shop known as Slater’s, Market Street, Newton-le-Willows. 
He appealed from a conviction by the magistrates on 
October 30th, 1897, for an offence under Section 17 of the 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875. The facts were shortly these: 
A police constable named Duncan, not duly appointed under 
the Food and Drugs Act, but acting under the instructions 
of Inspector John Higginbotham, who was a duly-appointed 
officer under the Act, went into the shop of the appellant 
and demanded to be supplied with half a pound of coffee. 
He was supplied, whereupon he was joined by another 
constable. He then stated that the coffee was to be taken 
away for analysis. The appellant himself was not in the 
shop at the time, but his manager, entering at the moment, 
heard what. was going on. The coffee was lying on the 
counter divided into three separate lots. Thereupon the 
manager swept the whole lot on to the floor, and refused to 
supply the constable with another half-pound of coffee. 
He (counsel) submitted that the appellant was wrongly 
convicted under Section 17 of the Act. The magistrates 
had convicted wrongly, they having confused the Sections. 

Mr. Justice Wright.—Did they tender the price? 

Counsel replied that the tender was made for the first 
lot, which was received, but not for the second half-pound 
demanded. The manager offered to return the money for 
the first half-pound of coffee. As a matter of fact, the 
assistant was acting in direct opposition to the written 
orders of his employer, who had given instructions that 
when coffee was asked for by customers he was to tell them 
it was coffee and chicory, except in the cases where it was 
really pure coffee. Again, the person who asked to be 
supplied with the goods was not a duly authorised 
person. 

Mr. W.G. Clay, for the respondent, was not called upon 
by the Court. 

Mr. Justice Wright, in giving his decision, said he 
thought that the police-constable Duncan was acting under 
the instructions of a duly authorised person within the 
meaning of the Act, and that there had been a refusal to 
supply. The most serious question was—was Mr. Farley, 
as owner of the shop, liable for the act of his manager ? 
Had the offence been committed here by a purely subordi- 
nate servant it was possible that the master would not be 
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held liable. He (the learned judge) said nothing about 
that ; but, if it was said that the master was not liable for 
his manager, it would open the door for a very different 
state of things. In fact, the Act could not be worked, The 
appeal would be dismissed. 

Mr. Justice: Darling concurred, and the appeal was dis- 
missed with costs. 


IMPORTANT PROSECUTION FOR BORIC ACID IN MILK 


GEORGE ARTHUR Dowsg, trading as the Callow Park 
Milk Company, 65 and 67, Marylebone Lane, W., was 
summoned before Mr. Slade, at the Marlborough Street 
Police Court, on March 16th, by William Henry Temple, 
an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling a 
certain article of food—to wit, milk—adulterated to the 
extent of 40 grains of boric acid per gallon, and which was 
not of the nature and substance of the article demanded. 

Mr. Courthope Munroe, barrister, prosecuted on behalf 
of the Vestry of St. George’s, Hanover Square; and Mr. - 
Charles Steele, solicitor, appeared for the defence. 

Mr. Munroe, in opening the proceedings, said the case 
was one of considerable importance, and that, if he proved 
it to the satisfaction of the magistrate, he asked that a sub- 
stantial penalty should be imposed. An officer in the’ 
employ of the Vestry purchased in Gilbert Street, Oxford 
Street, a pint of milk from a man (alleged to be a servant 
of the defendant) who was in charge of a barrow on which 
was written Granville Dairy Company. When the milk was 
analysed it was found to contain forty grains of boric acid 
to one gallon. The reason the boric acid was put into the 
milk was to preserve it, and its effect was to keep the article 
sweet for an indefinite period. The effect, however, of 
drinking milk adulterated with such a large quantity of 
boric acid was injurious to the system, and especially to 
children, who, as a rule, naturally consumed larger quantities 
of milk than adults. 

Mr. C. E. Cassal, F.I.C., deposed that he was a public 
analyst, and had analysed the sample of milk in question, 
which contained forty grains of boric acid to the gallon. 
The effect of boric acid on milk was to prevent its decom- 
position and to render it indigestible. Borax was put into a 
great number of foods. It was put into butter, ham, and 
meat. In Germany and Holland it was forbidden to be 
used in goods except those which were exported to England. 
—(Laughter.) 

Mr. Munroe.—We get a monopoly of such things in 
this country from the Continent. 


Mr. Cassal.—Yes.—(More laughter.) 


Dr. W. H. Corfield, medical officer to the Vestry of St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, said that the effect of drinking 
milk containing 40 grains of boric acid to the gallon would 
be to produce nausea and vomiting. Borax was given as a 
medicine in small doses to promote the action of the 
kidneys, but when given in excess it often brought about 
the opposite result. It was used externally more largely 
for wounds, eczema, and sore throat. When taken in- 
ternally it was likely to produce eczema. Six grains of 
borax was a maximum dose for a child three years of age, 
and in half a pint of milk such as that under consideration 
there would be 6% grains, which would be more than the 
maximum dose for a child three years of age. If a child 
took four or five half-pints of milk such as they were discus- 
sing a day it would be injurious to it. Borax had been 
largely used for epilepsy, but was given up, owing to the 
danger that its use entailed, except in very obstinate cases 
where nothing else would relieve the distress. A pint of 
the milk would contain 13 grains, and was a sufficient dose 
for an adult. 

Mr. Steele, in defence, argued that under the 14th 
section of the Act he had no case to answer. 

Mr. Slade, after some discussion on this point had 
ensued, eventually adjourned the further hearing of the 
case for 14 days. 
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BUTCHERS AND UNSOUND MEAT: A WISE DECISION. 


At a meeting of delegates from the large towns in 
Scotland, held in the Balmoral Hotel, Edinburgh, on March 
16th, Mr. W. Brydon Hogg, Chairman of the Edinburgh 
Butchers’ Association presiding, a full discussion took place 
on the question whether the butchers throughout Scotland 
should insist upon a guarantee from the sellers of cattle that 
they were fit for human food. A resolution was adopted 
declaring that the delegates considered it to be in the best 
interests of the butcher trade in Scotland that butchers 
should insist that cattle bought in good faith for human 
consumption should be guaranteed by the sellers as free 
from disease. 

It is time English butchers did likewise. We should 
then soon have compensation for tuberculosed cattle and 
see this disease stamped out. 


ITALIAN BUTTER. 


A REPORT on the Italian dairy industry, just prepared by 
the British Consulate in Florence, mentions the somewhat 
surprising fact that one-third of Italy’s total dairy exports 
come to Great Britain. Last year we took butter, cheese, 
and milk (more than half being salted butter) to the 
value of £356,654. So that all our foreign butter does 
not come from Sweden and Denmark. If anything 
can reconcile us to these foreign supplies, it is purity, 
and it is therefore satisfactory to note, on the authority 
of the Director of the Royal Experimental Dairy at Lodi, 
that there is very little adulteration of dairy products 
in Italy. The dairying system is not so well organised 
or so scientific as in Sweden, but it is simple and clean. 
Generally speaking, no preservative is used but common 
salt, which is added to the butter when exported. 


THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT IN BIRMINGHAM. 

Henry FRAZER, provision dealer, Great Lister Street, 
was summoned, on March 17, for selling butter containing 
79 per cent. of foreign fat on the 3rd inst. Mr. Philip 
Baker defended, and said that the offence arose through a 
mistake on the part of the defendant’s wife; who fetched 
the article out of a dark cellar. The Bench said there was 
no intent to defraud, and the fine would, therefore, be 5s. 
and costs only. Defendant would do well to keep his 
cellar lighted.—Major Dain Woods, provision dealer, of 
Willis Street, was fined 20s. and costs for selling butter con- 
taining 65 per cent. of foreign fat, on the 3rd.— William 
Short, Hunter’s Road, was fined 20s. and costs for selling 
butter, containing 55 per cent. of foreign fat, on the 2nd 
inst.—Samuel Richard Duggins, milk seller, Studley Street, 
was fined 5s. and costs for selling milk adulterated with 
17 per cent. of water, on the 23rd ult—Wm. Lawrence, 
Turner Street, was fined ros. and costs for selling milk de- 
ficient of 26 per cent. of natural fat,on the 23rd ult.— 
John Brown, provision dealer, St. Vincent Street, was 
summoned for supplying margarine, on the 16th ult, ina 
plain paper, and for not having the margarine labelled. 
When the case was before the Bench a fortnight ago Brown 
alleged that the offence was committed by his manager, 
Frank Cross, and the case was adjourned for the defendant 
to summon his manager. Brown said he gave Cross_in- 
structions to observe all the requirements of the law, and 
Cross admitted this and said the offence arose through a 
mistake on his part. ‘The summonses against Brown were 
dismissed on payment of costs, and Cross was fined 4os. 
and costs in one case, and ordered to pay costs in the 
other. — William Harris, Purshall Hall Farm, Droitwich, 
was fined £5 and costs for despatching milk to Birming- 


ham on the 22nd ult. which was found to contain 9 percent. | 


of water, and on the 23rd ult. which contained 1o per cent. 
of water. The samples were taken in transit, and Mr. 
Roberts, for defendant, said the milk was perfectly pure 
when despatched from his farm. The Bench said they 
wondered that farmers did not combine together and bring 
pressure to bear on the railway companies to allow of the 
locking of the churns. 
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DETECTING ADULTERANTS IN COD-LIVER OIL. 


ToORELLI says that while concentrated sulphuric acid 


(one drop to twenty drops of oil) gives with pure cod liver oil 
-a violet colour, with fish oil it gives a brown-red, and with seal 
oil cochineal red. The same reagent (one volume or two 
volumes of oil) forms with the pure oil, in two or three 
hours, a mass of the consistency of soap, whereas with fish 
oil it produces a vaseline-like mass, and with seal oil a mass 
resembling soft extract, in one hour. : 

Litmus tincture (five to six drops to three to four cubic 
centimetres of oil) gives a blue coloration with pure oil, 
persisting for an hour at least. With fish oil a red colour 
develops within an hour, the rapidity of the change being 
proportionate to the quantity of free fatty acids present. 
The pure oil also will give this latter reaction if rancid, in 
which case it must be tested by an alcoholic solution of 
rosaniline. Seal oil also gives a red coloration more or 
less rapidly, according as the oil is fresh or old, but in any 
case within half an hour, as 

Concentrated nitric acid (one drop to twenty of oil). 
The colour reactions are: Pure oil, rose turning orange-red 
when shaken up; fish oil, turbidity and slight rose colour 
becoming brown on agitating; seal oil, no reaction, but 
brown coloration when shaken up. 

Extraction with dilute alcohol will reveal the presence 
of added iodine or iodides, while the organic iodine will 
be found in the ash remaining after the incineration of 
the oil. 


ADULTERATION OF FLOUR WITH MAIZE. - 


A WRITER in the /ie/d calls attention to the practice of 
adulterating wheat flour with maize flour in this country, 
which has become so extensive that meetings of millers 
have been held to discuss the question of the best means of 
stopping it. Unfortunately, the adulteration, if not exceed- 
ing 10 per cent. of maize flour, is extremely difficult to 
detect ; but probably the last word of the analyst or the 
microscopist has not yet been heard on the question. In 
the United States, where the practice has grown rapidly of 
late, there appears to be no doubt as to the power of the 
officers of the law to ascertain where the blending is carried 
on, as a Bill to stop it by putting a heavy tax on blended 
flour has been introduced in both Houses of the Legislature. 


BACTERIA AND TOBACCO. 


THE Secretary of Agriculture in the United States has 
now pronounced a definite opinion that the flavour of 
tobacco does not depend upon the soil, but upon bacterial 
agency in the process of fermentation, and he is confident 
that the researches now being made at the Experimental 
Station of the Department at Lake City, Florida, will aid in 
the discovery of the cultures best calculated to produce the 
desired end. If these experiments are successful, we may 
hope that the three-a-penny cigars of Belgium and Hamburg 
will ere long possess the same exquisite flavour as three 
superb Havanas at five shillings, or even higher prices, 
which can now be only enjoyed by millionaires, and the 
Havana monopoly be ended. 


A NEW CORN FOOD EVOLVED BY FRENCH 
AGRICULTURISTS. 


ScIENTIFIC French agriculturists in Tunis have enriched 
the world with a new food grain. In a descriptive note to 
the French Academy of Sciences, M. Dybowski, director of 
the Agricultural Survey of Tunis, gives the new grain the 
name of Paspalum hongiflora. 

It appears that the grain, which is described as yielding 
a semolina of excellent quality, forms the staple diet of the 
Central African tribes. In the opinion of M. Dybowski the 
new grain is highly nutritious, and well worth cultivation by 
the French colonists. 





——— 
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FRENCH BUTTER. 

THERE can be no doubt that the reputation of French 
butter in the Foreign market has severely suffered by adul- 
teration, the fraudulent matter being margarine and its com- 
pounds. ‘The new law that has just come into force is next 
to Draconian for delinquents. Honest people who are 
subject to its clauses may feel annoyed or hurt; but the 
Decalogue was not composed for good people. With the 
working of the new law, and the intention later of the 
French government to grade all the butters intended for 
exportation, and have same- packed in firkins, with govern- 
ment brand and designated quality, France will soon 
regain her front position in the general market, and be 
able to compete with the outputs of Denmark and 
Australasia. The law now in force is Draconian—judge : 


_ First, the margarine manufacturer is taken in hand. He 


ete? 25 Q9s 


ceases to be independent in his own factory; in the latter 
is now a revenue officer, who visits, controls, and checks 
all. The proprietor of the margarine factory is no longer 
able to expedite or receive a package without making 
known its destination or the place of its origin. He cannot 
keep the works running beyond the fixed legal hours to 
execute a pressing demand without asking special permission 
forty-eight hours in advance. All the buildings ever erected 
on the site of the factory, the owner’s private house in- 
cluded, the revenue officer: can visit from cellar to 
roof, and at any hour, whether day or night. This 
is rigorous, but it prevents the fabricant from 
employing any corrupt or unsound raw _ material, 
and hence is a safeguard for the public health. 
Every receptacle used at the factory—casks, cases, 
vases, etc.—must bear the word “ margarine ”—the manu- 
facturer is bound to make known by labels and to 
state on his bills sent to purchasers the elements entering 
into the composition of the product. The law exacts that 
all alimentary substances other than butter, no matter from 
whence they come, or their origin or composition, if pre- 
senting the appearance of butter, must be branded “ mar- 
garine.” The manufacturers have to pay the expenses of 
the revenue officers who examine their premises and control 
products. They cannot be the adulterers henceforth of 
“butter” ; they fabricate solely margarine, more or less 
pure, more or less healthy ; but it is always margarine. 

The middle men are the sinners. The farmer converts 
his milk into butter, and the butter quits the farm pure ; 
he dees not keep it long, but sells it to the wholesale 
purchaser, who mixes up his purchases into several groups, 
marks it, and in this mixture introduces the foreign matters 
that in time will be exported. The poor farmer may make 
his butter bad, drain it improperly, press it imperfectly, fail 
to secure keeping qualities, but he does not adulterate it. 
How then catch the exporter? He is also surrounded by 
the Draconian code and handed over to the tender mercies 
of the revenue officer. They can enter the blending vaults 
and take samples ; they can also take samples of the product 
in the custom house, in the ports, the railway stations, etc. 
But in the central markets and salesrooms that selecting 
is to be made by the market inspectors or the judicial 
police. Now, this surveillance, this taking of samples, is 
the whole law. It will require a large army of officers. 
No doubt the registers of the margarine makers will reveal 
to whom the product is delivered, and private denuncia- 
tion will aid a great deal; but fraud is not the less 
ingenious and could well continue to be exercised on an 
extensive scale. The modus operandi for taking the 
samples of suspected butter is this. Three samples are 
taken by the authorities in presence of the blender or his 
agent and sealed with the official seal ; one is given to the 
merchant, the second goes to the ministry of agriculture 
to indicate the laboratory where the analysis is to 
be made and the butter appraised, and the third 
sample is “ filed” at the local assize court. The analysis is 
difficult and delicate, and only experienced chemists with 
well-fitted-up laboratories are entrusted with the work. The 
chemist reports within a week. If fraud be recognised, 
the dealer is sued ; if condemned, he can be sent to prison 


or fined ; the latter would be the best punishment if of 
a crushing nature. The delinquent can protest; he can 
have the “umpire sample” analysed; but if he is aware he 
is culpable, he accepts the penalty plus all the expenses, and 
these are not light. French agriculturists cried aloud for 
this law. It is very severe, and the interested complain of 
its crushing clauses. However, if it be difficult to entrap’ 
the arch-offenders, the wholesale butter blenders, the new 
law secures the production of purely-made margarine by 
margarine materials alone. 


UNPLEASANT FACTS PLAINLY STATED. 

As usual, the yearly report of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Health, which has just appeared, deals extensively 
with the subject of adulteration of food and drugs; and, 
although the figures presented are not up to date, they yet 
afford light on many an important subject. 

Of the 505 samples of drugs examined, half were adul- 
terated. This may have been merely the result of accidental 
choice ; that is to say, this percentage might not have held 
in the next 505 samples. Still, the record is a pretty bad 
one as compared with the percentages of 16, 18, and 17 in 
the three years beginning with 1889. The cost of collec- 
tion and analysis, per sample, was $1°23, or just half what 
it was 15 years ago. The principal articles found to be 
adulterated, or below the standard, were ether, alcohol, 
ammonia water, and chlorine water, distilled water (in this 
article the solids varied from o to 73 per 100,000 parts), 
calx chlorata, extracts of liquorice and nux vomica, powdered 
opium, compound spirits of ether, spirit of nitrous ether, 
whisky, tincture of iodine, syrup, tincture of opium, mer- 
curial ointment, white and red wine. 

Referring to the subject of injurious ingredients in 
proprietary articles, a statement is made of the per- 
centage of lead contained in a dozen different ‘“ hair 
restorers.” This percentage runs from 0°30 to 2°32. In- 
stances of lead poisoning have been known to occur 
from the free external use of such preparations. As for 
face lotions, complexion balms, and such things, the 
analyses showed corrosive sublimate, or some other 
poisonous salt of mercury, in the proportion of one to 
fifteen grains per ounce. In one instance a six-ounce 
bottle contained 47 grains of corrosive sublimate. Another 
contained 14 grains of the bichloride per ounce. 

There is something almost humorous in that part of 
the report relating to tonics and bitters. Here are the 
percentages of alcohol found in a few described as follows : 
“Not a rum drink,” 13:2; “purely vegetable—recom- 
mended for inebriates,” 41°6; ‘‘entirely harmless,” 19°5 ; 
“not an alcoholic beverage,” 60; “entirely vegetable and 
free from alcoholic stimulant,” 25°6 ; contains no alcohol,” 
20°5; “‘contains no spirit,” 61; ‘a non-intoxicating 
stimulant—whisky without its sting,” 28°2; ‘‘recommended 
for treatment of alcohol habit,” 26°5. And the dose recom- 
mended upon the label of these preparations varied from a 
teaspoonful to a wineglassful, one time to four a day, to be 
“increased as needed!” Some of the names of these 
articles were most misleading. One sample of sulphur 
bitters showed no trace of sulphur. 

A score of so-called “opium cures” were found, upon 
analysis, to contain morphine in variable amounts. The 
statement is made in plain terms in the report that many 
samples of sarsaparilla showed a considerable percentage of 
iodide of potassium, and the comment is made that the 
sale of such an article in unlimited quantities is dishonest 
and censurable, as the “unwary purchaser is led to 
believe that he is purchasing a harmless vegetable remedy.” 

One “ much vaunted remedy sold for a dollar an ounce, 
was found to consist of nothing but granulated sugar ;” 
another “‘ empirical preparation for removing hair, was found 
to consist of sulphurated lime,” and a “proprietary dis- 
infectant was found to be a solution of permanganate of 
potash.” 

Perhaps nothing better can be given in conclusion than 
what the board says about the use of preparations contain- 
ing cocaine: ‘The danger consists in the liability to the 
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_ formation of the cocaine habit. Instances have been cited 
in which. persons purchasing this remedy (which is men- 
tioned) have the result of producing permanent injury to 
health. The habitual use of cocaine readily grows upon 
the individual. Incurable insomnia is developed. Poisoning 
and even death have resulted both from its internal ad- 
ministration and its local use.” 


JAMAICA GINGER. 
F. B. KiLMer states that Jamaica ginger planters divide 
ginger into “blue” and “yellow,” according to the colour 
of the rhizome. The two varieties are also known as 


“turmeric” and “flint.” No botanical difference is apparent | 


between the plants producing them, and the “blue ” seems 
to be a degenerate species. Its root is hard and fibrous, 
yields a smaller proportion of powder, is less pungent, and 
therefore less valuable commercially. Another division is into 
“plant” and “ratoon” ginger, the former being planted 
each season, while ratoon ginger is described as a product 
of laziness, being a return crop, secured by leaving in the 
ground, when the crop is harvested, a part of the “ hand” 
containing a bud. Ratoon ginger is much smaller in size of 
“hand” than the planted, and loses each year in flavour, 
each successive crop being less and less in amount. It is 


gathered from March to December, whereas planted ginger | 


is not ready for digging until December or January, and 
from then to March is the true ginger season.—Am, Journ. 
Pharm., \xx., 65. 


WEST YORKSHIRE FEDERATED CHAMBER OF TRADE 
AND FOOD AND DRUGS LEGISLATION. 


Mr. G. WEBSTER referred, at the recent meeting at 
Brighouse, to the threatened further legislation as to the 
sale of food and drugs. There was, he maintained, too 
great a tendency to invoke interference from Parliament in 
the methods in which traders carried on their businesses. 
Traders, they were all agreed, ought not to be permitted to 
introduce injurious substances into food and drugs. Non- 
injurious mixtures, it seemed to be thought by many, were 
promoted to increase the profit of the trade. Often, how- 
ever, they were sold to meet the wants of the public. The 
person who wanted protection against capricious action in 
dealing with non-injurious mixtures was not the public but 
the trader. He claimed that traders as such, were as honest 
in the way in which they conducted their business as 
lawyers, clergymen—(hear, hear)—or any other class of 
men. Why should they not be allowed to mix coffee and 
chicory? He should be satisfied for an Act of that kind 
to.come in when it became necessary for a lawyer to put 
before the court the truth as far as he knew it—(laughter) ; 
and that a clergyman in the pulpit should always preach 
the truth, and not adulterate it with nonsense—(more 
laughter). It would be an advantage to traders if, instead 
of being described as adulterations, such articles as he had 
mentioned could be spoken of as mixtures. If that was 
done, and the fact was kept before the public, a great deal 
of the prejudice that now existed would die out. He moved 
that the question of the threatened legislation be referred 
to the Executive Committee to consider.—Mr. J. Cliffe 
(Heckmondwike), in seconding, pointed out that, under exist- 
ing circumstances, a trader had the costs of a prosecution to 
pay, even where the Somerset House analysis showed that 
the sample was genuine.—Mr. White (Wakefield) supported 
the resolution, remarking that, as regarded drugs, inspectors 
very often secured cases of so-called adulteration against 
grocers by indulging in a little sharp practice. The pro- 
position was agreed to. 


THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 

THE replies given by Mr. Chaplin to the grocers’ depu- 
tation give scant hope of any legislation this session, and, 
if they indicate anything definitely, it is that Mr. Chaplin 
welcomes quibbles more than he does speedy legislation. 
The Lancet apparently recognises this, saying: “In regard 
to the Court of Reference suggested by the committee, 
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_Mr. Chaplin could not quite see what were to be its 
functions, and as to whether they were to deal with certain 
kinds of food or with all kinds. 


This seems to us a very 
lame point, as, of course, the Court should deal with all 
Equally superfluous was it to express doubt as to 
whether the judgment of the Court of Reference was to be 
independent or its decision was to be binding in law. We 
take it that the decision of the Court is for the guidance of 
the magistrate, who frequently knows little or nothing in a 
case of the technical questions at issue. We admit the 
great difficulties that must be met with in drawing up a 
satisfactory measure, but at the same time we cannot refrain 
from expressing the opinion that a new measure is very 
desirable if fraud is to be successfully dealt with and if 
the public are to be adequately protected against the subtle 
tricks of a great number of tradesmen, and especially of 
those who sell articles of food in the poorer districts . of 
our towns. In the interests of the public some new steps 
must be taken, and we hope the Government will soon be 
convinced of this, and will provide a satisfactory amendment 
to the present Acts.” 


BRISTOL’S MILK SUPPLY. 


A LETTER dealing with the milk supply of Bristol has 
been sent to the Bristol Health Committee by Mr. James 
Hunt, the secretary of the Dairymen’s Association, who 
said that notices had been sent out to about 300 farmers in 
Gloucestershire and Somerset, who supplied milk to Bristol, 
asking them to attend a congress to be held in a fortnight’s 
time. He desired to know the view of the committee in 
regard to a first-class Milk and Dairy Producing Company 
being established. It would, of course, be carried on 
under the Denmark system, and would guarantee a certain 
percentage of cream in the milk supplied. This, of course, 
would necessitate the feeding of the cows with proper 
cream-producing food, and the quality of such milk would 
bring public discredit on the poor article now being exten- 
sively sold in Bristol. 

The Medical Officer, in reply to a question, said he 
suggested that such a company should be encouraged, so 
that some efficient control should ~be exercised. He 
thought all Mr. Hunt asked was that their committee 
should support him—morally, he took it—in the endeavour 
to create such an undertaking, which he thought would 
be a safeguard. 

We are glad to see steps being taken to remedy the 
many evils of drugged and infected milk which make 
infants’ food so dangerous. 


DEATH OF MR. JAMES NAPIER. 


We regret to announce the death, which occurred at his 
residence, 89, London Road, Ipswich, on Wednesday, of 
Mr. James Napier, the County Analyst. The deceased was 
seized with cerebral hemorrhage last Friday, which produced 
unconsciousness, from which he did not recover. He was 
49 years of age, and leaves a widow and five children— 
three by a former wife. Mr. Napier came to Ipswich about 
22 years ago, when he entered the service of Messrs. 
Packard and Co., of Bramford, as analyst—a position which 
he held until recent years, when he relinquished the most 
active work for that of consulting analyst to the firm. He 
was appointed public analyst in succession to-the late Mr. 
Wiggin. He was an enthusiastic Freemason, becoming 
Worshipful Master of St. Luke’s Lodge in 1881, and 
taking provincial honours—P.J.G.D.—two years later, and 
in 1888 was appointed secretary of the Lodge, which post he 
held up to the time of his death. He was P.Z. in St. Luke’s 
Chapter, first A.G.S. in 1884, P.G.S.N. in 1888, and was 
in the same year appointed Scribe E. In Mark Masonry he 
passed the chair of the Albert Victor Lodge in 1894, being 
the same year appointed P.S.G.O. 
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BORAX AND BORIC ACID ON 
NUTRITION. 


= By R. H. Cuitrenpem, Pu. D., 
Professor of Physiological Chemistry in Yale University. 


THE EFFECTS OF 


In the recent report of the Connecticut Agricultural Ex- 
periment Station it is stated that borax and boric acid are 
now extensively used as food preservatives, since they are 
_ effective and cheap, as well of odourless, and their taste is 
_ easily lost or disguised when they are mixed with food. In 
- view of these facts the question at once arises as to the 
_ possible effects of the continued or frequent use of these 
‘preservatives upon the health of consumers. To what 
extent do these substances exert an influence upon the 

processes of nutrition? This is obviously a question 
_of considerable importance to the guardians of the public 
health, as well as to the consumers of such articles, and as 
_ a long series of experiments upon this subject has been 


ms 


» 
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recently carried out in the writer’s laboratory, it may not be: 
_ amiss to call attention to the general character of the results. 
obtained. a 

As stated by Professor Johnson in the report above 
referred to, “whether any one antiseptic shall operate as 
a harmless preservative, preventive, or remedy, or as an 
unhealthful or even fatal poison to the consumer of food, 
or drink containing it, depends upon the quantity and 
frequency of the dose.” Of the general truth of this 
statement many illustrations are cited. Thus, acetic 
acid, the active constituent of vinegar, widely used as a 
preservative of pickled fruits, and many of the organic 
acids common to fresh fruits, are, in small quantities 
and suitably diluted with water, valuable additions to our 
food, but when largely used or taken in concentrated 
form may be quite injurious. So, too, with common salt. 
In small quantities it is constantly present in almost all 

natural food stuffs, and is even essential for life, but in 
large doses it becomes not only disagreeable but dangerous. 
Hence, in considering the possible physiological action 
of such an agent as borax, or any other so-called food 
preservative, we must give due weight to the relative pro- 
portion of the active substance ordinarily present in the 
food. No doubt this is subject to wide variation, but we 
may draw some conclusions from the results of quantitative 
analysis of food products containing preservatives. Quoting 
again from the report above referred to, we find that of 
forty-two. samples of sausages examined last year at the 
Connecticut Experiment Station, twenty-seven were found 
to contain borax. In five of these samples the proportion 
by weight of borax was: 0°12, 0°27, 0°30, 0°51, and 0°72 per 
cent. respectively. Borax was likewise found in opened 
oysters, the proportion present in four samples examined 
being 0°44, 0°57, 0’07, and o'11 per cent. respectively. In 
one sample of head cheese 0°176 per cent of borax was 
found. Salt codfish was likewise found to contain borax, 
but no quantitative determinations are reported. From 
these figures we may gain some knowledge as to the propor- 
tion of borax that may be present in foods preserved by this 
substance. Obviously it would be rare indeed for a daily 
ration of food and drink to contain o*5 per cent of 
borax. 3 

In our experiments upon dogs, the animals were first 
brought into a condition of nitrogenous equilibrium, in 
which the nitrogen of the ingesta practically equalled the 
nitrogen of the egesta—v.e., the output through the. urine 
and feces. The diet was a mixed one, containing 
meat, fat (lard), and carbohydrate (cracker dust), thus 
affording conditions for the detection of any influence 
upon the digestibility of the three classes of food stuffs 
which borax might exert. The first experiment ex- 
tended through twenty-seven days, being divided into 
three periods of nine days each—a fore period, a borax 

: period, and an after period. The dog weighed twelve 
kilogrammes, and the daily food, containing 9,814 grammes 
of nitrogen, was composed of two hundred and fifty 
grammes of fresh lean beef, forty grammes of lard, seventy 
grammes of cracker dust, and five hundred cubic centi- 
metres of water. During the borax period, five grammes of 
borax were administered with the food each day, making a 
total of forty-five grammes of borax for the nine days’ period. 
This quantity of, borax was equal to 1.3 per cent. of the 
solid food, and to 0.6 per cent. of the total food and drink. 
The nitrogen of the urine and faeces was determined each 
day, also the volume of the urine, its specific gravity, total 
sulphur and phosphorus, uric acid, total and combined 
sulphuric acid, etc. The fatty, or ether-soluble, matter of 
the faeces was likewise determined. 

A similar experiment with boric acid, extending through 
thirty days, was also tried. In this experiment boric acid 
was given with the food for ten days, one to two grammes 
per day, the total amount administered being 14'5 grammes. 
With two grammes of the acid per day, the mixture of food 
and drink contained 0°31 per cent. of boric acid, while the 
dry food contained 0°86 per cent of the acid. 

Lastly, a third experiment was tried, extending through 

| fifty-six consecutive days, during which the variations in’ the 
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composition of the urine and feeces were followed as before, 
under the influence of both borax and boric acid. A bitch 
of ten kilogrammes’ body weight was brought into nitro- 
genous equilibrium, and after a fore period of eight days 
was fed with borax for eight days, the total amount of borax 
fed being 32°5 grammes. ‘This was followed by a period of 
eight days without borax, after which boric acid was admin- 
istered for a Jike period, seventeen grammes in all. Then 
came another period of eight days without the preservative, 
after which borax was fed for eight days in large doses—z.e., 
eight to ten grammes daily. Finally came an after period 
of eight days. 

By this kind of experimentation, with constant daily 
analyses of the urine and feces, with animals originally in a 
condition of nitrogenous equilibrium and under a diet of 
known composition, we have followed out carefully the 
changes which the above doses of borax and boric acid 
seemingly called forth. 

The results obtained clearly indicate that moderate 
amounts of borax exert no measurable influence upon the 
metabolism of proteid matter. With dogs weighing ten to 
twelve kilogrammes a dosage of two to five grammes of 
borax per day, mixed with their food, is apparently without 
effect upon those nutritional processes which have to do 
with the utilisation of the proteid food stuffs. The body 
remains in essentially the same condition of nitrogenous 
equilibrium as when the food is free from borax. Further, 
chemical analysis of the excrement shows that with such 
doses of borax there is no distinct increase in the amount 
of fecal nitrogen, thus indicating that the substance does 
not exert any inhibiting influence upon the digestion or 
assimilation of the proteid or albuminous foods. Neither, 
judging from the,amount of ether-soluble matter in the feeces, 
is there any distinct influence upon the assimilation of fat ex 
erted by small doses of borax. Body weight remains 
practically constant, and there is no evidence of any 
specific influence upon the general nutritional changes of 
the body. The only results of any significance which 
we have found with the above amounts of borax is a 
tendency for the urine to become alkaline, owing to the 
rapid elimination of the salt through this channel, and a 
slight diminution in the volume of the urine during the 
borax periods. 

With larger doses of borax, however, positive evidences 
of physiological disturbance are found. Thus, with dogs 
of the above weight (ten kilogrammes) daily doses of eight 
grammes of borax, equal to r‘21 per cent. of the daily food 
and drink, or nearly 3°5 per cent. of the food alone, have a 
distinct stimulating effect upon proteid metabolism, in- 
creasing the output of nitrogenous matter through the urine. 
Coupled with this effect is a pronounced tendency todiminish 
the assimilation of both proteid and fatty foods, increasing 
the weight of the faeces and their content of both nitrogen 
and fat or ether-soluble matter. Further, with very large 
doses of borax there is a tendency toward diarrhcea and an 
increased excretion of mucus in the intestinal tract. The 
presence of 1°5 to 2°0 per cent. of borax in the daily food 








is very liable to produce nausea and vomiting. Under no 
conditions, so far as we have been able to observe, does — 
borax produce diuresis. Neither does it tend to increase 
body weight or protect the proteid matter of the tissues. 

Boric acid in doses up to three grammes a day is, so 
far as we can judge from our experiments, without in- 
fluence either upon proteid metabolism or upon the general 
nutritional processes of the body. It likewise has a less 
disturbing effect than borax upon the assimilation of proteid 
and fatty matter in the gastro-intestinal tract, the doses of 
acid mentioned above leading to no increase whatever of 
either nitrogen or fat in the feeces. Like borax, however, 
increase of the dosage to 1°5 to 2'o per cent. of the daily 
food is liable to produce nausea and vomiting. Unlike 
borax, boric acid is apparently without effect upon the 
volume of the urine, showing no tendency, in the doses 
used, to alter the volume of the secretion. Further, as 
would be expected, the reaction of the urine remains acid. 

Both borax and boric acid are without influence upon 
the putrefactive processes of the intestine, apparently 
because of their rapid absorption from the intestinal tract 
and quick elimiration through the urine. Practically, 
elimination is complete twenty-four to thirty-six hours after _ 
the last dose of borax or boric acid has been given. 
Obviously, this latter elimination precludes the possibility 
of any marked cumulative action from the daily ingestion 
of moderate quantities. 

So far as its influence upon proteid metabolism is con- 
cerned, it is very evident that when borax is given in 
sufficient quantity to produce any effect its action is similar 
to that of common salt—i.e., like sodium chloride, it tends 
to increase proteid decomposition. This conclusion is in 
harmony with the results of Gruber and the statements of 
C. Voit. Gruber, moreover, asserts that borax, like sodium 
chloride, tends also to increase the excretion of water 
through the kidneys. Any evidence of such action, how- 
ever, we have been unable to find. On the contrary, all of 
our results show a slight decrease in the volume of. the 
urine under the influence of borax. 


WHISKY ADULTERATION. 


THE remarks made by Chief Constable Haig, Banff, 
before the Licensing Commission, to the effect that a great 
deal of whisky adulterated with methylated spirits was con- 
cocted in Dundee and Leith, seem to have given rise to 
much discussion in Banff and district as well as in Dundee. 

A correspondent of Zhe Aberdeen Journal writes: “ The 
statements of the Chief Constable regarding the inferior 
quality of the whisky sold in Banffshire are being freely 
criticised, not only by the trade, but by the general public. 
Of course, however, the accuracy of the statements can 
only be tested by an analysis at Somerset House, such 
as has heen suggested. While some admit that bad whisky 
may be sold in certain places, the consensus of opinion 
is that the allegation of adulteration by methylated spirits is 
somewhat exaggerated, as methylated spirits blended with 
whisky in any appreciable degree would easily be detected. 
The local retailing trade, as the parties more immediately 
affected by the allegation, deny in no measured terms the 
charge of adulteration of whisky in this or any other form. 
There is a feeling amongst them that some steps should be 
taken to clear themselves of the charge laid at their doors, 
and that an analysis of certified samples would be the most 
effective, if not the only, course open to them to attain that 
object. The whisky, of course, may be adulterated in the 
manner alleged before coming into their hands, but at the 
same time it has to be remembered that they are the 
medium through which the liquor reaches the public. It 
will therefore lie with them to a great extent to reassure 
their customers as to the genuineness of the article sold to 
them. 

“While the charge of adulteration is repudiated so far 
as the local publicans are concerned, it is a well-known and 
admitted fact that dilution by water is a very common prac- 
tice. This, however, is looked upon as quite a legitimate 
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proceeding, as whisky may be sold at so much per cent. 


below proof; and, further, it is stated that it is the only 


_ way by which retailers are enabled to make anything like a 


reasonable profit out of their trade. Within the last 
few days I have seen several of the local publicans, 
and I find that they are unanimous in_ stating 
that they believe the Chief Constable’s views in 
regard to the quality of whisky retailed in Banffshire are 
erroneous, So far as their knowledge goes, the liquor sold 
by them is free from methylated spirits, and they do not 
think that that form of adulteration exists in any part of 
the county. One merchant expressed the opinion that in 


some cases a German-manufactured spirit might be blended 
with home-made whisky, but beyond this he did not believe 
_ that whisky was tampered with to any serious extent. 
_less an analysis at Somerset House proves the contrary, it is 


Un- 


scarcely probable that the statements made will seriously 


affect the trade of Banffshire retailers, as up to the present 


no complaints have been made in regard to the quality of 
the liquor supplied.” . 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


_ AT Steyning Petty Sessions, on March 21st, Edwin 
Wood, landlord of the ‘‘ Pad Inn,” Lancing, was summoned 
for selling adulterated gin, being four degrees below the 
legal limit.— Mr. H. F. Gates, instructed by Messrs. Tamplin, 
owners of the house, appeared for the defendant, and 
pleaded guilty. He explained that very little of the 
gin was sold at the house, and it was broken down 
in small quantities. Defendant’s wife broke the gin in 
question down in defendant’s absence. Owing to the 
case, defendant was under notice to leave, and Mr. 
Gates asked the Bench not to endorse the license.— 


_ The Chairman said the Bench had only to consider the 


question of penalty they should put on the defendant. Any 
question arising between the brewers and their tenant did 
not concern the magistrates. The Bench were inclined to 
think that putting a plea of proceedings taken by the 
brewers against their tenant before the Bench was rather an 
assumption of the duties of the Bench. They had nothing 
whatever to do with that. Any penalty the brewers chose to 
put on was not to be a plea to reduce the penalty the Bench 
might impose. They fined defendant £1 and tos. costs, or 
three weeks’ imprisonment. 


FOURPENNY MARGARINE FOR TENPENNY BUTTER. 


At Stratford Petty Session Wm. Chirgwin, provision 
dealer, Romford Road, Little Ilford, was summoned by 


Capt. Kittoe, Inspector under the Foods and Drugs Act, for 


selling margarine as butter. .Mr. J. S. King defended. 
Capt. Kittoe said he purchased half-a-pound of butter, for 
which he paid 5d. He then told the defendant who he 
was, and that he had bought the butter for analysis. The 


_ butter was divided into two parts, one part being given to 


the defendant, and the other sent to the analyst. The 
certificate of the latter showed that it was margarine. When 


_he, witness, had got twenty or thirty yards from the 


defendant’s shop with the sample, he was stopped by a 
young man, who said the defendant wished to speak to him. 
Witness went back, when the defendant said, ‘I am very 
sorry, but a mistake has been made. My lad has served 
you with fourpenny margarine, instead of tenpenny butter.” 


Witness told the defendant the purchase was complete ; but 


that he would forward his explanation to the proper author- 
ity.—Cross-examined : He, witness, was served by the lad. 
He did not think the defendant was very busy with other 
customers at the time. Mr. King said the defendant had 
been in business for over thirty years, and had never been 
charged with anything of this kind before. The explanation 
of the matter was very simple. Just previously the defendant 
took down some margarinefrom the margarine tub, in order to 
serve a customer, and put the margarine on a slab, He took 
what he required for a customer ; and in his hurry forgot to 
put the remainder of the margarine back into the tub. His 


assistant afterwards served Capt. Kittoe with some of this 
margarine in mistake for butter.—The defendant gave 
evidence in support of this statement; and said he knew 
“intuitively” when Capt. Kittoe came into the shop that 
he was the Inspector. Men like him did not come to the 
shop for half a pound of butter. (Laughter.) He did not 
discover his lad’s mistake until Capt. Kittoe had left.— 
Similar evidence was also given by the defendant’s assistant. 
—The Chairman said the Act had been infringed ; and the 
defendant would be fined 1os. and costs, 11s, 6d. They 
gave the defendant the benefit of the doubt as to the mis- 
take that was made, or the penalty would have been a good 
deal heavier. 


CANCEROUS MEAT FOR HUMAN FOOD. 


At Glastonbury, Francis George Bolton, butcher and 
dealer, of Coursing Batch, Glastonbury, was summoned for 
having in his possession unsound and unwholesome meat. 

George Oram Webb, veterinary surgeon, said on January 
22nd he attended a cow at Street belonging to Mr. Eavis, 
It was suffering from cancer in the jaw, and was thin and 
emaciated. He considered it an acute case of cancer, and 
advised Mr. Eavis to get rid of the animal. There were 
plenty of fat animals killed for food which had cancer, 

After a lengthy hearing the Bench retired to consider 
their decision. When they returned the Chairman said 
they had decided to convict. 

Mr. Hagon then informed the Court that defendant was 
fined £25 and costs, or six weeks’ imprisonment, in May, 
1896, at Clerkenwell for a similar offence; and also for a 
similar offence he was fined £20 and costs, or three 
months, at Bristol, as recently as the 22nd January, 1898. 

The Chairman said the Bench thought it a bad thing 
that people in that part of the world should get a bad name 
for sending bad meat to London, and it did great harm in 
other ways, reflecting on the farmers and dealers around. 
It was time such things were stopped, and defendant would 
be fined £20 in the first case and costs, and £5 and costs 
for the breach of the bye-laws.—The total fine and costs 
amounted to £30, and defendant paid the money, 


A SERIOUS MILK CASE AT WATFORD. 


At Watford Petty Sessions Arthur Spiers, of Leighton 
Buzzard, was charged with selling milk adulterated with 
water on March 2nd and sth. The case was adjourned 
from last week. 

Mr. Rushworth, Inspector under the Foods and Drugs 
Act, prosecuted ; Mr. Ricketts appeared for the defence. 

Mr. Rushworth said the defendant was a farmer at 
Egginton, near Leighton Buzzard, apparently a farmer in a 
large way of business, for he paid £250 a year in rent. 
The defendant arranged to supply James Timms, of Wat- 
ford, who was the defendant in another case, with a 
quantity of new milk with all its cream on. It was to be 
delivered at Watford Station. This supply had been going 
on for some time. In February Mr. Timms wrote to the 
defendant and complained about the quality of the 
milk, and he had a letter from the defendant in 
which he expressed his surprise and said he would fry 
to make it better. Owing to the milk getting worse 
Mr. Timms sent to him, and he arranged to meet the 
churns on arrival at Watford Station. ‘Two samples were 
taken, one from each churn, and they were sent to Mr. 
Ekins, the county analyst. On that particular day two 
churns arrived ; one contained six barn gallons and the 
other seven. One was adulterated to the extent of 44 per 
cent. of added water and the other 35 per cent. That 
meant that water was added to the extent of no less than 
85 pints in the lot, or that five barns out of thirteen were 
water. The defendant was being paid ts. 6d. per gallon 
for the milk, so that he was paid 7s. 6d. daily for water when 
it ought to have been new milk. The defendant was written to 
again in the meantime by the purchaser of the milk. In 
spite of those complaints, however, on the following Saturday 
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morning, two or three days after the above samples were 
taken, he.took another two samples at the station, and on 
that oceasion he found it to be adulterated, but not to the 
extent it was before... The defendant had reduced the 
added water to 17 and 21 per cent. respectively. That 
meant that 3s. worth of water had been added. In order 
to prevent any blame being put upon the railway officials 
as to its being tampered with on the railway, he 
arranged with the officials at the railway station at 
Leighton Buzzard to have the churn sealed, and he 
found those seals intact when they arrived at Watford 
Station. In fact, on the Saturday morning when the 
second samples were taken the defendant came to Watford 
in consequence of a letter he had received from Mr. Timms, 
and he was shown the seals whilst they were intact. Since 
that date he had visited the defendant’s premises and taken 
samples of milk from the cows, and the milk, on analysis, 
was found to be pure, good, genuine milk. Therefore the 
blame could not be put on the poor cows. After hearing 
the case, he thought their worships would agree that it was 
a’ very bad case indeed, and he hoped that they would 
mark their sense of it by inflicting substantial penalties. This 
was not only injuring the man who bought the milk, but he 
was liable to be prosecuted. He might mention that before 
anything was done in this matter the defendant sent con- 
siderably more milk. than he had done since action was 
taken. The week prior 94 barn gallons, at a cost of £7 1s., 
were sent, but on the Saturday after, although the milk was 
still. adulterated, there was only 79 barn gallons, costing 
45 18s. 6d. 

After a long hearing the Chairman said : We have given 
this: case careful consideration, and have listened most 
attentively to the evidence and also to the able and 
ingenious defence made by Mr. Ricketts on behalf of the 
defendant. There is one point in the evidence which did 
rather strike one, and that is the idea of a man in the 
position of the defendant, supposed to be in possession of 
all his faculties, and adulterating his milk with 44 per cent. 
of water. It is startling, and if it had not been that he 
followed the milk from the cow to the station and thus satis- 
fied us that no third person had any chance of adul- 
terating the milk to his detriment, there must have been 
still a doubt in our minds. But here is a case where 
he accompanies his own milk from the cow to the place 
of delivery, and when it arrives there it is found in the state 
the analyst’s certificate shows. What possible answer can 
there be to that? ‘I fail to see one myself. We must be 
very chary indeed in convicting a person in a respectable 
position of life of, as counsel said, a grossly dishonest act ; 
and it is not only dishonesty which tends to defraud people, 
it is more than that. First of all, it injures the reputation 
of the man to whom he supplies the milk. Fortunately, in 
this case, the purchaser took the wise precaution he did in 
having this inquiry instituted by the officer. If it had not 
been for that he would have rendered himself liable to be 
punished here for selling that milk, and it would have been 








most difficult to prove his innocence. But there is still the 
further danger of this wretched stuff being sold to people 
and used for food for infants and other children in the 
belief that it was proper food. Instead of that it is the 
most miserable stuff that can be imagined. ‘Taking all 
these things into consideration, we shall inflict in each of 
these cases a substantial fine. It is the first case, and I 
hope it will be the last of this kind we shall have. There 
are four cases conclusively proved, and we shall fine you in 
each case £5 with costs. 

The Clerk said that the costs were 36s. 6d. in the 
first case, and 22s. 6d. in each of the others—altogether 
£25 4s. "i 
_ Mr. Ricketts asked for a case. 


The Chairman: We do not think we can give your 


client any indulgence. If we are not bound to grant a 
case we certainly shall not. . 


The charge against Mr. Timms for selling adulterated 


_milk on the 7th March was then withdrawn. 
Mr. Timms leaves the Court: 


The Chairman said : 
without a word against him.- We think that he has 


_acted very straightforwardly and rightly in the matter. 





MARGARINE. 


At Worship Street, Henry Rees Evans, provision dealer, 
of 232, Green Street, Bethnal Green, was summoned before 
Mr. Cluer, at the instance of the Bethnal Green Vestry, on 
March 24th, for selling by retail margarine in a paper that 


was not properly labelled with the word “ Margarine,” and 


further for exposing margarine for sale without having the 
tub in which such margarine was contained labelled 


_“ Margarine,” contrary to the Margarine Act.—Mr. Lloyd 


Humphries, solicitor, appeared on behalf of the defendant, 
and said that this case had been adjourned so that, under 


the roth section of the Act, a summons could be taken out. 


against the manageress of the branch, Annie Davies, whichhad 
been done.— Evidence was given tothe effect thata woman went 
into the defendant’s branch shop and asked for some butter, 
and that she was served with margarine, which was served 
to her in a plain paper.—The defendant was called, and he 
swore that when Miss Davies was put into her position 
instructions were given her that she was to use labels on 
the margarine tubs, and proper label papers were to be 
used, and this was confirmed by Miss Davies.—Mr. Cluer 
said he was of opinion that the defendant Evans had not 
taken proper care, and fined him £10 and 12s. 6d. costs 
on each summons.—Mr. Evans was also summoned for 
selling milk which was adulterated to the extent of 18 per 
cent. of added water.—Mr. Cluer fined the defendant on 
this summons 4os. and 12s. costs. . 

Arthur Berry, of 23, Cambridge Road, Bethnal Green, 
was summoned at the instance of the Butter Association 
for offences under the Margarine Act.—Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, 


prosecuted.—Mr. Cluer imposed a fine of 4os. and 14s. 6d. 
costs. 
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Lancashire County Council) prosecuted. 
the defendant carried on a large business in the neigh- 
- bourhood of Prestwich, and also kept a shop. 
2nd inst. an inspector of the society called at the 
_ shop, and saw a dish of butter which was labelled 
_ “guaranteed pure, 
threequarters of a pound. 


_ this case. 


_ defendant) witness 
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John Benjamin, trading as “Benjamin Brothers,” of 
136, Bethnal Green Road, was summoned for a similar 
offence.—Mr. Cluer ordered the payment of penalties 


- amounting to £4 14s. 6d. 


At Manchester County Police Court, on March 22nd, 
before Mr. Yates, Q.C., Paul Webster, dairyman, of Bury 


New Road, Prestwich, was summoned under the Food and 


Drugs Act for selling adulterated butter. Mr. Beckton 
instructed by the Committee of the Royal Lancashire 
Agricultural Society (who act in conjunction with the 
He said that 


On the 


1s. 1d. per pound.” He _ bought 
Upon analysis it was found 
to contain 45 per cent. of fats other than butter. He (Mr. 
Beckton) was instructed to ask for a substantial penalty in 
The defendant told the inspector that he served 
“no less than three M.P.’s,” and the gentry of the 
neighbourhood, and if that was so it was well that they 
should be protected.—Inspector Parkinson corroborated 
Mr. Beckton’s statement. He added that the butter was 
served in a paper labelled ‘‘ pure butter.” On the 3rd inst. 


he again called at the defendant’s shop, and the defendant 


then said that he served “a large number of gentleman, 


and the 
Mr. 


three M.P.’s, 
examined by 


judges on_ circuit.”—Cross- 
Leak (who appeared for the 
said he would swear that the 
defendant said he served them with butter.—Mr. Leak 
said the defendant was only a dairyman, and did very little 
butter business. He only sold about ten pounds of Kiel 


butter per week, and it would not be worth his while to 
_purchase margarine and sell it as butter. 


The defendant 
had an invoice from the wholesale dealer, but it did not 
carry a warranty with it. A fine of 4os. and costs was 
imposed. At the same court, John Hardman, _ baker 
and grocer, Bury New Road, Prestwich, was sum- 
moned for selling and exposing for sale margarine, 


_ which was not labelled. On the 2nd inst. the inspector 


called at the defendant’s shop, and asked the price 
of some butter that was upon a dish on the counter. 
The person serving said it was 1s. 2d. per pound, and that 
it was Irish. She then went away, but came back and said 
that she would rather not sell it because it was from the 
bottom of the cask ; afterwards she admitted that it was 
margarine. The inspector bought three quarters of a pound, 
and the analysis showed that it contained 12 per cent. of 
water and upwards of 70 per cent. of fats other than butter. 
—For the defence it was pleaded that a mistake had been 
made in placing that particular dish upon the counter.—A 
fine of 40s. and costs was imposed. 

FREDERICK THOMAS WARE, Of 29, Chapel-street, Liver- 
pool-road, was summoned at Clerkenwell, on March 26th, 
for selling butter which had been adulterated by the 
admixture of foreign fats to the extent of 85 per cent., and 
also for not delivering margarine to the purchaser in a 
properly labelled wrapper. The prosecutions were instituted 
by the Butter Association, for whom Mr. Ricketts appeared. 
Owing to the illness of the defendant, the summons was 
adjourned. 

Jenkin Morgan, of 84, Caledonian Road, was summoned 
for selling butter adulterated with 80 per cent. of foreign 
fats. The defendant was also summoned for not delivering 
to the purchaser margarine in a properly labelled wrapper. 
Defendant pleaded guilty, and in extenuation said the 
offences were due to an error on the part of an assistant. 
Previous convictions were proved, and Mr. Horace Smith 
imposed fine and costs amounting to £21 55. 

Thomas Griffiths, of 271, Great College Street, Camden 
Town, was summoned for selling butter containing 75 per 
cent. of foreign fats. ‘The defendant was also summoned 
for not delivering to the purchaser margarine in a properly 
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3 summoned for a similar offence.—The case having been 
proved, Mr. Cluer fined the defendant gos. and r4s. costs. 
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labelled wrapper. John Johnson said that at the request 
of Mr. Ward, secretary of the Association, he made the 
purchases. The butter proved to be adulterated with 
75 per cent. of foreign fat, and the margarine was delivered 
to him in an unstamped wrapper. The price of butter was 
charged, and the tub from which it was served was not 
labelled. Mr. Horace Smith imposed fines and costs 
amounting to £5 9s. 

Thomas Mastie Bell, of 184, Great College Street, 
Camden Town, was summoned for selling butter containing 
55 per cent. of foreign fat, and also for not delivering 
margarine to the purchaser in a wrapper properly labelled. 
Defendant pleaded guiity, and said the offence occurred 
while he was ill in bed. He was fined altogether 
43 14s. 6d. 

James Charles, of 387, Caledonian Road, was charged 
with selling as butter a mixture wholly composed of mar- ~ 
garine or other fats. The defendant was also summoned 
for not delivering margarine to the purchaser in a wrapper 
properly labelled. Defendant pleaded guilty, and said 
margarine was sold in mistake for butter. He was fined 
4os., and r4s. 6d. costs. 


COCOA. 


At Cheltenham Police Court, Ann Hopton, Bath Road, 
was summoned for selling cocoa adulterated with 50 per 
cent. of starch and sugar. 

P.C. Allen deposed to purchasing the cocoa, which the 
county analyst found to contain sugar 50 per cent., starch 
12 per cent. 

Defendant submitted that the article was labelled 
“Chocolate Powder ” in conspicuous letters. 

P.C. Allen stated that at the time when he purchased 
the article the tin from which it was taken showed 'no label, 
but on witness disclosing his office defendant turned it 
round, showing a label. 

A fine of ros. and costs (23s.) was imposed. 

Ar Shrewsbury, on March 26th, the Shrewsbury Indus- 
trial Co-operative Society, Limited, was summoned for 
selling adulterated cocoa on January 29th, as alleged. 
The evidence went to show that on the day named the local 
inspector, under the Food and Drugs Act, sent to a branch 
shop, kept by the defendant society, in Castle Foregate, 
Shrewsbury, for half a pound of loose cocoa, for which 3d. 
was charged. Nothing was said at the time about it being 
a mixture. After the purchase had been completed 
and the inspector had stated that the cocoa was in- 
tended for analysis, the manager of the stores stated 
that it was a mixture, and he had told the as- 
sistants to label it as such. He further stated that 
it was very largely adulterated, probably as much as 75 per 
cent. The inspector forwarded a sample to Dr. Bostock 
Hill, of Birmingham, and his certificate was as follows: 
Cocoa, 44°44 per cent. ; foreign ingredients, 50°56 per cent. 
The foreign ingredients consisted of starch 20, sugar 35, 
oxide of iron or raddle 0°56 per cent.—Mr. S. M. Morris, 
for the defence, pleaded guilty, but stated that the supplying 
of the cocoa was a pure mistake, committed by a young 
assistant when the shop was full of customers. The 
article should have been sold as a mixture. The Bench 
regarded the case as a very serious one, and inflicted a 
fine of #5 and costs. 


TAPIOCA FOR 8AGO. 


At Spelthorne Petty Sessions, Robert Martin was 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling 
‘“sago” which was not of the nature, quality, and substance 
demanded.—The evidence showed that the inspector paid 
2d. for} 1b. of sago, and divided the same for analysis. 
Upon being asked if it was sago, the assistant hesitated, 
and then said it was tapioca seeds. The inspector said he 
was not an expert, and could not explain the difference 
between tapioca and sago. He believed the price 
was about the same.— The analyst’s certificate 
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stated the sample to be tapioca and not sago.—Mr. Tyler 
said the case was the first taken in Middlesex, and he would 
only ask for costs. It was simply to let grocers know they 
must not substitute tapioca for sago.—The Chairman said 
there did not appear to have been any intention to defraud, 
but defendant was clearly liable for his servant’s act, and 
would have to pay 20s. 6d. cost.—Mr. Albert George 
Matthews, grocer, of Staines, for a similar offence, was 
mulcted in costs amounting to 18s. 6d. 

At Teddington, Robert Martin, a corndealer, of 
Hampton Wick, was summoned by Mr. Walter Tyler, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling, to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, Mr. Tyler, a certain article of 
food—to wit, sago—which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded.—Mr. Thomas Young, of Kingston, 
appeared for the defence. 

Mr. Tyler stated that on March 5th he went into 
defendant’s shop in Hampton Wick and asked the assistant, 
Tozer by name, for half-a-pound of sago. He said: ‘‘ Will 
you have large or small?” Witness said he would have the 
small, and Tozer served him with half-a-pound from a drawer 
marked ‘‘S. Sago,” and he was paid 2d. Mr. Tyler 
separated the sago in the usual way for the purpose of 
analysis, and asked Tozer if he were sure it was sago. He 
then said, after hesitation, that it was tapioca seeds. 

In cross-examination, Mr. Tyler said the assistant did 
not say that he had something very similar to sago. 

Mr. Young: Do you know the difference between 
tapioca and sago P 

Mr. Tyler said he was not an expert, but he had the 
definition. 

Mr. Young: Is this not tapioca: ‘‘ A fine flour prepared 
like sago into small grains from the root of a South 
American plant ” ? 

Mr. Tyler (reading from a dictionary) said tapioca was 
a farinaceous substance prepared from a Brazilian plant. 
Sago was the granulated chips of a species of palm. 

Mr. Young: This is my definition : the inner pith of a 
species of palm-tree growing in some islands in Asia. 

Mr. Young: Do you agree with that, Mr. Tyler ? 

Mr. Tyler: I know nothing about it. 

Mr. Young (handing up two bags): Look at these 
samples. 

Mr. Tyler: I say I’m no expert at all. 

In answer to further questions Mr. Tyler said he took 
the summons under Section 6 of the Act. He did not 
maintain that the tapioca was in any way adulterated. 

Mr. Young: Do you suggest that the quality between 
the two is different ? 

Mr. Tyler: I asked to be supplied with sago, and I 
received tapioca. He added that, having asked for sago, 
he submitted a sample to the public analyst, who certified 
it was not sago, and therefore it came within the 6th Section 
of the Act. It was not of the nature and substance 
demanded. 

In answer to Mr. Young, the Chairman said the analyst 
certified that the sample submitted to him was tapioca. 

Mr. Young contended that no case had been made out. 
Mr. Tyler had not proved that defendant had sold the 
article ; he certainly was not the person who sold it. 
Therefore no sale had taken place. Even if there had 
been a sale he would draw the Bench’s attention to a case, 
Hotchin v. Headmarsb, in which it was said that the 
servant who sold on behalf of his master was liable to be 
convicted ; whether the master was also liable depended 
upon whether he had a guilty knowledge. He contended 
that there was an absence of evidence of a_ guilty 
knowledge. 

Mr. Tyler said in the case of Paine v. Broadwood it was 
shown that the master was responsible. 

The Clerk explained that in the case in which the 
International ‘Tea Company was concerned some years ago 
the Bench held that the master was responsible for the 
acts of his servants, but this conviction was quashed in 
the Queen’s Bench Division on the ground that it was a 
criminal offence, and not committed by the masters. 

Mr. Young said it had been proved time after time 
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that the master was not criminally responsible for the acts 
of his servants. , 

Mr. Tyler, referring to the case mentioned by the Clerk, 
said that the question raised there was not so much about 
the master and servant as the question of the admissibility 
of certain evidence. 

Mr. Young then submitted that Mr. Tyler had received 
an article of the nature, etc., asked for. 

Bertram T'ozer, defendant’s assistant, said he served 
Mr. Tyler, who asked for small sago. He took it out of the 
small sago drawer, and after he learned who Mr. Tyler was 
—he could not say whether it was after payment or not— 
he told him that it was tapioca. He had sold it before for 
sago, but had never received any complaints.—By Mr. 
Tyler: The sago was in the drawer when he entered Mr. 
Martin’s employment.—Mr. Tyler said he did not wish to 
impute fraud ; he would be content with costs. His desire 
was to let the grocers know that they must not continue 
this practice. —The Bench fined defendant 20s. 6d, which 
were the costs. 


MARGARINE AND FRENCH BUTTER. 


Writinc from Caen on the vexed question of the adul- 
teration of butter with margarine, the British Vice-Consul 
states in his annual report that, owing to the new French 
law passed last year for repression of the practice, “the 
British consumer of French butter may now feel pretty 
certain that if any margarine is found in that butter it must 
have been mixed with it after it left France. It is hardly 
conceivable that it can be possible to evade this new law, 
for over and above all the conditions contained in the Act 
of 1887, it prohibits any dealer, whether manufacturer or 
retailer, to have any margarine on his premises.” Under 
that Act inspectors are appointed to control everything 
done in margarine factories, to register all entries of the 
raw material, date and place of origin, with date and 
destination of manufactured article. They have the right 
at any time to search and examine the butter factory as well 
as the margarine establishment ; and even on the markets 
margarine is not to be exposed for sale near the place where 
butter is being sold. The Act of 1887 did not award the 
penalty of imprisonment, but by the law of last year the 
punishment is from six days to three months, and from a 
44 toa £100 fine, the maximum penalty to be inflicted 
in cases of a second conviction within twelve months. 


ANILITE: A REVOLUTION IN AGRICULTURE. 


Ir is an undoubted fact that agriculture is fast changing 
from an art into a science. This change may not be very 
apparent as far as practical farming is immediately con- 
cerned, but in many directions, and especially in regard to 
the principles of fertilizing, the whole trend of affairs has 
been altered, and chemistry has been proved to be an in- 
valuable aid to those farmers who are sufficiently modernised 
to be able to appreciate and make use of it. We say ad- 
visedly make use of it, because chemistry is a good servant 
but it must not be depended upon by men who can only be 
led, or the results may be disastrous. The same may be 
said of biology, which has quite recently produced two of 
the most revolutionary discoveries affecting farming. 

While the scientific world is just beginning to grasp the 
wonders and possibilities of nitragin, it has again been 
startled by the introduction of anilite which promises to do 
for cereals what nitragin has done for leguminous plants. 

Germany is again the source of origin, the discovery 
being the outcome of a five years’ investigation conducted 
by a Mr. Caron. 

In all essential details anilite is the counterpart of 
nitragin, since it is used to inoculate the seeds or soil with 
micro-organisms which are capable of extracting nitrogen 
from the air and supplying it to the cereals during their 
development. 

At present the experiments have only been made on a 
small scale, and it is important to warn all those who have 
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not actually received a scientific training to abstain from 
criticism ; neither exaggerating nor depreciating a discovery 


which is undoubtedly the germ of important advances, but 


_is, nevertheless, at present only a germ. At the same time, 


the fact of its being so insignificant to the utilitarian does 
not justify the latter in seeking to extinguish the spark of 
vitality which has been so laboriously kindled.— Chemical 
Trade Journal. 


MR. STOKES ON “THE DAILY TELEGRAPH’S” MYS- 


TERIOUS FRENCH HERB FOR PRESERVING MILK. 


Rg | Mr. A. W. Srokes, F.I.C., recently wrote to the Editor 
of Lhe Daily Telegraph : 


‘““T was greatly interested and amused in reading your 
leader of to-day on the Normandy invasion of milk into this 


country. The account of the mysterious herb that enables 


French milk to survive time and the mad/-de mer and yet 
keep good for over six days is, as you put it, smacking of the 
‘simplicity of an old-world legend.’ Alas! the French 
herb is only a German chemical known as ‘formalin,’ or 
formic aldehyde. It is not a product of a herb, but is 
made from fusel oil, the deleterious ingredient of whisky. 
All Normandy milk that I have analysed is heavily dosed 
with this antiseptic. The use of this material was tried 
some four years ago by London dairymen to preserve milk 
in hot weather, but almost all of them found it had such 
disadvantages that they discontinued its use. It is very 
rare indeed now to find, even in the hottest summer, this 
material in London milk, This is my experience, from 


_ having to analyse many thousands of samples of milk from 


many of our largest London dairies and milk contractors 
every year. 

“It is a moot point whether, in the new Food and 
Drugs Adulteration Act shortly to be introduced in Parlia- 
ment, the use of antiseptics, including this mysterious 
French herb, will not be forbidden altogether. Milk can 
be preserved without the use of chemicals, and the im- 
portation of such heavily-dosed material should be stopped, 
especially since, as your article points out, we have no 
guarantee as to its freedom from infective germs. 

‘Milk supplied by the British farmer, guarded by every 
elaborate sanitary precaution and free from antiseptics, 
should not be subject to the competition of such Normandy 
produce.” 


BORACIC ACID. 


Mr. ARTHUR J. GILEs writes: “I have read with much 
interest the letter of Mr. Otto Hehner. No one for a 
moment can dispute the high authority of Mr. Hehner on 
all matters pertaining to analytical chemistry. I would, 
however, respectfully venture to point out to him and to 
your readers that the use of preservatives in food—par- 
ticularly the use of boracic acid—has been occasioned not 
so much for the indefinite preservation of the food as by 
No 
one knows better than Mr. Hehner that the demand for 
the heavily-salted butter and bacon of twenty years ago has 
given place to the milder flavours characterising French and 
Canadian produce, and, unless evidence is forthcoming that 
boracic acid is injurious, it is certainly unfair to the 
consumer that its use should be prohibited. 

“Mr. Hehner somewhat airily says: ‘If foreign butters 
cannot be sold in England free from boracic acid, then by 
all means put a stop to their importation, to the benefit of 
our own farmers and consumers.” Surely, sir, Mr. Hehner 
cannot seriously suggest that the public are to be prevented 
from obtaining their food at the reasonable rates which the 
importation of foreign produce has put within their reach, 
because there is some doubt in the mind of certain chemists 
in this country as to the effects of boracic acid upon our 
digestion.’ 

“T do not think that the grocer desires to administer 





physic to his customers, and it is a somewhat remarkable 
thing that, though this suggestion has been thrown out by 
some chemists, yet the health of the population was never 
better than to-day, and no ill-effects have been traced from 
the consumption of the many foods which the enterprise and 
energy of the grocer now place before the public at such 
moderate prices. 

“The exception which I venture to take is not to the 
discussion of the subject as intimated by Mr. Hehner, but 
to the arbitrary action of some local authorities in making 
a law for themselves. No better instance of this can be 
forthcoming than the Welsh cases. There the Glamorgan- 
shire County Council set up for itself a standard of 0°5 per 
cent. of boracic acid as the limit which might be used as a 
food preservative in other articles sold within their district. 


~The Medical Officer of Health, who advises that council, 


admitted before Mr. Hehner’s chose jugée that he knew 
nothing as to the effects of boracic acid, except what he 
had read in books, and there it was shown conclusively that 
his text-books had misled him. A_ public analyst 
was called at the hearing of the case, who stated 
that he had experimented on himself with boracic acid, 
and found the result to be a distressing attack of 
niccough. As the analyst made his experiments after 
breakfast, the defence did not suggest that there had been 
anything else taken which would probably have accounted 
for the hiccough. It must be evident to every one that for 
the Glamorganshire County Council to set up a standard, 
and to require that articles of food sold in their district 
shall come within that standard, is, of course, to produce 
great confusion, and must unnecessarily harass the retail 
trader, who buys his articles as genuine and sells them as 
such, and has nothing whatever to do with the preparation 
of them. He also buys from all the markets of the world, 
and the Glamorganshire grocers would be quite unable to 
get a special’ selection of goods prepared to suit the 
particular views of the Glamorganshire County Council on 
the subject of boracic acid, so that the Glamorganshire 
grocer now never knows a day or an hour but he may be 
visited by an inspector of that council, which has earned a 
very unenviable notoriety for prosecuting traders in their 
district. 

“ Another point Mr. Hehner has evidently overlooked 
is that in the Welsh case to which he refers, it was not 
French, Dutch, or Italian butter, but Cork superfines which 
had passed the inspectors of the Cork market, and no one 
knows better than Mr. Hehner that a very large proportion 
of the mild-cured Irish butters which come into our home 
markets are prepared with the use of boracic acid. As Mr. 
Hehner very properly~says, the chemist has enough to do 
in assisting the producers in matters where he can really 
benefit them; it is the chemist who has been trying to 
assist the producers, and thus benefit them by telling them 
the preservatives which they can use with perfect safety 
that has led to the use of these articles which a chemist 
now proceeds to condemn. There is but little doubt that, 
if our chemists and producers at home will co-operate as 
they do in Continental countries, our home produce will be 
of a much more satisfactory description. Grocers are only 
too anxious to sell home produce, but the home producers 
will not enable them to do so, because they will not move 
with the times and put our home produce forward at prices 
and in forms that are as satisfactory as those obtained from 
other countries, 

“Tf Mr. Hehner will continue, as he has been doing for 
many years, to show the home producer how to put up 
butter, cheese, and bacon in such a way as will meet the 
public purse and palate, then we shall be able to put their 
products upon the market to the exclusion of that of 
foreign producers. 

‘In the meantime, it is to be hoped that we shall have 
the powerful assistance of Mr. Hehner and other well-known 
chemists, not in condemning the use of preservatives whole- 
sale, as his letter appears to suggest, but in giving us 
information that will enable us to use those preservatives in 
such a way as shall be for the public good as well as for the 
public health.” 
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FOR PRESERVING MEATS. 


THE Chemical Society of the Institute of Technology, 
Boston, composed mostly of instructors in the chemical 
department, bave under consideration a new process of 
preserving meats. 

The process proposed is simply to sterilize the meats by 
placing them for a certain number of hours close to an 
electric light. The actinic rays of light, not only from an 
electric light, but from almost any kind of light, are known 
to be fatal in time to all kinds of germs, even the bacteria of 
anthrax. While the meats are exposed to the light a stream 
of hot air, at temperatures ranging from 115 to 150 deg. 
Fah., is sent up through the box in which the meats are 
placed to dry them. Then the thoroughly dried meats are 
powdered, and are thus ready for Klondike expeditions, and 
for any army and navy use. The weight of a beef steak 
dried in this way and powdered is about 30 per cent. of the 
original weight. 


HOW CORRUPTION WORKS IN AMERICA. 


THERE is in Ohio just now great discussion and lavish 
use of expletives and objurgatory adjectives pro and con 
caused by the discovery that in the Appropriation Bill in- 
troduced into the State Legislature the amount named for 
the use of the Dairy and Food Commission “ for investi- 
gation and prosecution” had been cut down from 
10,000 dols. to 2,500 dols. No one seems to know or will 
admit who did it, and recriminations fill the air. Sup- 
porters of the Dairy Commission contend that this action 
will seriously cripple it, making it impossible to carry out 
the campaign designed, and materially hinder the execution 
of the Pure Food and Drug Law as intended. This re- 
duction is publicly stated to be due to the exertions of a 
certain class of manufacturers of proprietary articles and 
adulterated foods and drugs who have good reason to fear 
prosecution by the Commission. How the matter will 
terminate is not known. 


GERMAN PATENTS: A GOOD SUGGESTION. 


THE Germans try to get at us in every way they 
can, and it behoves us to see if we cannot circumvent 
them. It is a source of satisfaction, says 7ke Mark Lane 
Express, to hear that one of the largest firms in the 
country engaged in the manufacture of colouring matter 
for dress fabrics has made an application to the Board 
of Trade for obtaining a compulsory licence from a 
German firm to work a patent which the latter had taken 
out in Great Britain, but has never been worked. Com- 
plaints have been current for some time past (I learn 
from Zhe Statist) that Germans deliberately patent 
inventions here, but work them exclusively in Germany, 
with results detrimental to British interests. The Board 
of Trade has powers, which have hitherto not been 
exercised, to grant compulsory licences where the patentee 
has not worked his patents in this country, and has refused 
to allow others to do so. Now, Mr. Ritchie, move along in 
the interest of your own people. 


COTTONSEED OIL FOR MARGARINE. 


THE position of cottonseed oil in foreign markets, says 
the American Paint, Otl, and Drug Review, has been 
exceptionally strong this year, due to the comparatively 
small supply of sesame, peanut, and olive oil there. Italy 
has taken nearly double the quantity usually called for, 
France was a more liberal buyer than last year, and 
trading with her has been more regular. Spain has also 
been a good customer. Holland’s needs in the butterine 
industry latterly have been large, but below the average 
during the early part of the season. On the whole, the 
European demand this year has distanced all former years, 
and is estimated at about one-third larger than in the 
preceding year, finding an outlet in the compound lard, 
butterine, soap, and olive oil trade. 





INTEGRAL BREAD. 


A new kind of bread, called antispire or integral bread, — 


patented on the Continent by the firm of Desgoffe and 
Avedyk, has been the subject of much discussion in the 
foreign press. A scientific analysis of its constituents and 
of the system of its preparation has been made by three 
professors of the University of Turin, and communicated by 
one of them to the Piedmontese Hygienic Society, before 


whom he read a paper illustrated by a model of the 


machinery. The latter consists in an apparatus of revolving 
grooved cylinders which completely triturate the bran, 
reducing it to particles as fine as those of the 
white nucleus of the grain, instead of remain- 
ing intermixed with them in compressed flakes 
as in the ordinary brown or wholemeal flour. It 
is claimed on behalf of the integral bread, as compared 
with the ordinary white household loaf and with that 
supplied to the army, that it is more nutritious and con- 
sequently more economical. The superiority in regard to 
the latter—munition bread, as it is called—is in the ratio 
of 799 grammes to 917, the difference in nutritive qualities 
being due to the larger quantity of albumenoids contained 
in it. 
to the peasants of carrying grain to the mill is another of 
the advantages dwelt on by the professor in recommend- 
ing the new system, as every cottage will have its own 
grinding machine. If this be so, considerable opposition 
must be looked for from the millers.— Zhe British Baker. 


BISMUTH AS A CIDER PRESERVATIVE. 


L. Derour and Daniel find that the addition of 10 Gm. 
of bismuth subnitrate to each hectolitre of cider prevents, 
or materially retards, the hardening of the beverage on 
exposure to air during use from casks ; not only so, but 
the presence of the bismuth salt renders alcoholic fermenta- 
tion more complete.— Comptes rendus, CXXV., 1125. 


JAPANESE CAYENNE PEPPER. 


For several years a variety of Capsicum minimum has 
come into the market from Japan, and brings higher prices 
than the other kinds by reason of its superior appearance, 
although it is not as pungent as the Sierra Leone and Zan- 
zibar products. It is strong enough, however, for ordinary 
uses, only for pharmacological purposes itis unsuited. The 
Natal sort is a variety of Capsicum annuum. It has larger 
fruits and is darker than the Japanese. The Sierra Leone 
kind is yellowish-red, the Zanzibar kind intensely dark-red, 
often in bad condition, badly dried, containing stems, etc., 
but yet stronger than the Japanese product.— Ap. Zig. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


POISONOUS VINEGAR. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION, 


Sir,—We are glad to see your short leader in the 
March 26th issue of your valuable paper, calling attention 





to the recent case of poisoning at Hilsea Barracks, Ports- — 


mouth, through soldiers 
contained arsenic. 

As vinegar brewers we have taken an interest in the case, 
and though we have written two Members of Parliament for 
information, so far we have not obtained it. The facts 
appear, as you say, to have been hushed up ; but we think, 
in fairness to those firms in the vinegar trade supplying a 
genuine article, as well as in protection of consumers of 
vinegar generally, a full explanation of the matter should be 
given. 

We feel something should be done to prevent vinegars, 
which are not entitled to be called malt vinegars, being sold 
as such, and that there should be a legal definition of what 
malt vinegar really is.—We remain, Sir, yours respectfully. 

pp. Fardon’s Vinegar Co., Limited, 
F, T. Farpon, Secretary. 


having used vinegar which 
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(COLE MAN’S Oficial ADVERTISEMENT 
_  WINCARNIS” COUNTY BOROUGH OF CROYDON. 
LEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINK | APPOINTMENT OF CHEMICAL AND 











- IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WOBLD. ‘ig hae to aris oe ESET 
OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS The ee of ne pike sets of oer are desirous of 
a; : : receiving applications for the office of Chemical and Analytical Adviser 
a Have been received from Medieal Men. to the Beddington Irrigation Farm Committee. 2 
SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER. MEDAL _ The Salary will be £120 per annum, payable monthly, and will be 
Tinea beet ewntded subject to an annual percentage deduction in accordance with the 
S provisions of the Superannuation Scheme adopted by the Council under 
So'd in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. the powers of the Croydon Corporation Act, 1893. 
3 aid aes 8 ee ee The person appointed will be required to devote the whole of his 
“Ss P Sole Manufacturers : : time a the Hoe of the office. 
e ys: etailed information of the duties ma i icati 
COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. | «, the Teva Clack Croydon, BL ae aa ina) gS 
A 2%. 94. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps Applications, stating the age and qualifications of the applicant, and 
y the time at which he would be prepared to enter upon the duties of the 
office, accompanied by copies (not originals) of not more than three 
testimonials of recent date, must be sent to me not later than Monday, 
NOTICE TO READERS. the 18th April, 1898, endorsed “ Chemical and Analytical Adviser.”’ 
eS 'y order, 
_Foop anp SaniTaTion will be forwarded post free at the Town HALL Croypon, E, MAWDESLEY, 
following rates :— 29th March, 1898. Town Clerk, 
g Three months = 1/8 
Six ” 3/3 
Twelve Pe 6/6 


a suppress this kind of imposture. Some of our readers have 
Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, Neva Grange | written asking for particulars of a prosecution of a quack 
Loats-road, Londoa, S.W., to whom all communications for the | cocoa firm for mixing rouge or ochre with their preparation. 
meee *0/be addressed, If any subscriber has prosecuted in such a case recently we 


_ Bound volumes of Vol. I., II, III., V., and VI. may | shall be glad if he will send particulars of it. 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 


row London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 









_ Binding Cases for Foop AND SANITATION, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. Atien, 4, Ave Maria- IS MALT DOOMED P 


jane, London, F.C. Price 1s 6d. each. DiastTaSE, THEY Say, IS TO TAKE THE PLACE OF 
¢ MALTING IN THE DISTILLERY OF THE FUTURE. 








A REVIVAL in Chicago of interest in the shares of the 
Takamine Ferment Company evinced by the recent 
activity in them on the Stock Exchange there, is explained 
by the fact that the company lately closed a contract which 
it is believed will before long yield great returns. 


CONTENTS. 


- Pace 795.—Adulterations of Cocoa.—Is Malt Doomed ? 
, 796.—The Notice Game.—Impure Beer.—Coffee. 


~ » 797-—Cocoa Adulteration. The new contract is made with parties who will have 
 » 798.—Milk.—Butter.—Margarine. the exclusive right in the United States to the use of the 
,, 799.—Olive Oil—Boric Acid in Milk. company’s process for manufacturing diastase to be used in 
 ,, 800.—The Composition of Liquorice Powders—Oysters and | making spirits, beer, yeast, and vinegar. As an assurance 

Disease.—Filthy Ice Creams. of good faith, and that they will use due diligence in 


,, 801,.—Wine from Barley —Meat Extracts: The Future Trade | securing the adoption of the malt substitute by brewers 
of Australia—Spirit of Nitre Case —Olive Oil or | and distillers, the parties securing the right have bound 
Salad Oil. themselves to erect, within a given time, a large distillery, 
», 802,—The Adulteration of Flour. with a capacity for not less than 3,000 bushels of corn per 
day. ‘This distillery will be located in the corn belt, and, 
it is said, construction will begin by February 15th. The 
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- A s¢ ; : 
rd names of the parties who have taken the right on these 
FS oo Dd and Hanit atio Tt, terms have not yet been made public, but it is understood 
a they are men of ample financial responsibility. 
+ SATURDAY, APRIL gru, 1898. It should not be understood the new distillery is to be 


ee : ea Pe Bn erected as a competitor of existing distilling companies in 
the present overdone spirits trade. Its use and the object 
ADULTERATIONS OF GOCOA. of its building will be simply and solely the demonstration 
of the practicability, cheapness, and superiority of the new 
THE case at Shrewsbury, reported in another column, | diastase. 
where alleged cocoa has been found adulterated with Some years ago, when the company was negotiating 
*“raddle,” illustrates how baneful is the influence of | with the old whisky trust, a series of experiments were made 
quackery in foods. In this instance, however, the price | at the Manhattan distillery, at Peoria, by the inventor of 
_ bore some proportion to the value of the article. It is very | the process, one Jokichi Takamine, a Japanese, which 
| different from the common honesty point of view when | showed that the new diastase, aside from being far cheaper 
quacks humbug the public into buying kola, malt, and hops | than barley malt, yielded an average of 5°36 gallons of 
‘at pure cocoa price, and it must be very profitable for the | spirits to one bushel of corn, against 4°71 gallons, as 
‘vendors of the nostrums if they can obtain the price of | shown by the Government figures to be the average yield 
high-class cocoa for kola costing about 33d. per lb., and | by the barley malt process. 
Malt and hops of infinitesimal value. Repeated experi- The new diastase is produced by the propagation of a 
“ments with these adulterated quack cocoas show that the | microscopical fungus seed on wheat bran after both have 
alleged valuable properties of the malt exist only in | been treated by processes which enable the seed to develop 
the imagination of the quack who pens the advertisements, | a very high diastatic power during propagation. The 
the preparation being found to have no diastase whatever. | cheapness of this diastase can be readily appreciated when 
‘It is a grave scandal that the law at present is powerless to | a comparison of the values of wheat bran and barley is 
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made, and it is understood that the fungus seeds used abound 
everywhere, growing wild. 

Beyond this the bran can be used over and over again, 
and after it is finally abandoned it is saleable as a nutritious 
cattle food. An analysis of bran which has been used in 
this diastase-making process, made at one of the University 
of Illinois experimental stations, found it to contain 21°06 
per cent. of protein (flesh-forming material), where as now 
wheat bran contains only 12°03 per cent., showing that the 
protein in bran is increased over 57 per cent. by the 
process. 

The friends of the ferment company believe that the 
operations of the new distillery, which will be on a large 
and practical scale, will thoroughly demonstrate to all 
manufacturers who have use for diastase that the substitute 
is cheaper and superior to barley malt. The realisation of 
their expectations would mean the practical abandonment 
of malting industry in due time. 

Just before it was thrown into a receiver’s hands the old 
whisky trust had a contract with the ferment company, 
which accorded it the exclusive use of the company’s 
process in making diastase to be used in the manufacture of 
spirits. The receivership demonstrated that the trust could 
not control the manufacture of-spirits in this country, as it 
had hoped to do, and the ferment company took advantage 
of its legal privilege to break its contract with the illegal 
corporation. 

The basis on which the ferment company sells the 
privileges to use its process is one requiring the holders of 
the rights to pay into the company a royalty equal to 50 per 
cent. of net profits.—Liguor Trades Review. 


THE NOTICE GAME. 


At Lambeth, on March 31st, Mr. Shannon, of the 
‘**Maismore Arms,” Lower Park Road, Peckham, was sum- 
moned by Inspector Homer, on behalf of the Camberwell 
Vestry, for selling gin not of the nature, substance, and 
quality of the article demanded by the purchaser.—Mr. G. 
W. Marsden appeared in support of the summons, and 
Mr. H. I. Sydney defended.—Evidence was given to the 
effect that half a pint of gin purchased at the defendant’s 
house was found, upon analysis, to be 44°4 degrees under 
proof, being 9°4 degrees below the legal standard of 35 
degrees under proof.—Jn cross-examination by Mr. Sydney, 
Inspector Homer, who made the purchase, said he saw 
a notice hanging in the bar after the purchase had 
been completed. He denied that the barmaid asked him 
to look at the notice before she handed him the spirit 
—For the defence, Miss E. Smith, the defendant’s barmaid, 
said three notices like that produced were hung in the bar. 
She drew the inspector’s attention to one of the notices 
(which was hanging immediately opposite to him) when she 
put the gin on the counter.—Mr. Sydney read the notice, 
which was to the effect that all spirits sold at the establish- 
ment were of the same superior quality as heretofore , but 
to meet the requirements of the Food and Drugs Act they 
were sold as diluted spirits, and no alcoholic strength was 
guaranteed.—Mr. Hopkins came to the conclusion that the 
defendant had answered the case by the notice, and dis- 
missed the summons. 


IMPURE BEER. 


Mr. CuHarves E. Cassar, F.I.C., public analyst for 
St. George’s, Hanover-square, stated at a meeting of the Beer 
Materials Committee, on March 31st, that the existing 
liberty of brewers “to use any wholesome materials in 
brewing” was in direct contradiction to the principles laid 
down in the sale of Food and Drugs Act, and that it ought 
not to be allowed unless the public were protected by the 
compulsory application of distinctive description to those 
liquors which have been brewed with any other proportion 
of any other materials than barley, malt, and hops. 

A so-called ‘‘ beer,” in the preparation of which potato- 















a” "a gag 
_ « ~ 
™ oe 


April 9, 1895. 





glucose, invert sugar, maize, rice, or any other materials tham 
barley, malt, and hops have been used was no more of the: 
“‘ nature, substance, and quality” of beer than a so-called. 
butter containing a proportion of margarine was of the 
nature, substance, and quality of butter. The one was as: 
clear a case of adulteration as the other. , 

At Thames, on March zoth, Philip Agate, beer-retailer, 
of 121, Devon’s Road, Bromley, was summoned, at the 
instance of the Excise Commissioners, for selling beer 
adulterated with water.—The evidence showed that one 
sample of ale was found to be diluted to the extent of 
5 3-10 gallons of water to the barrel of 36 gallons ; and the 
second sample to the extent of 2 3-10 gallons of water to 
the barrel.—Mr. George Hay Young having spoken on 
bebalf of defendant, Mr. Mead imposed a penalty of £10, 
or, in default of distress, 21 days’ imprisonment. 


COFFEE. 


At Sheffield, on April rst, Messrs. Burgon and Com- 
pany, of No. 136, Carver Street, grocers, were summoned 
for having sold adulterated coffee. Mr. Collingwood (from 
the Town Clerk’s office) prosecuted, and Mr. W. E. Clegg 
(instructed by the Grocers’ Association) was for the 
defendants. 

Mr. Collingwood said, on February 16th Inspector Duro 
visited the defendant’s shop in plain clo hes and asked an 
assistant for half a pound of coffee. ‘he assistant asked 
what price, and afterwards stated in reply to the inspector 
that they had coffee at 1s., 1s. 4d., and 1s. 8d. perlb. The 
inspector said he would take half a pound of the 1s. coffee, 
and the assistant wrapped this first in a sheet of coloured 
paper bearing some print, and afterwards in a piece of plain 
brown paper. The inspector then paid for it and told 
the assistant he should have it analysed, and divided 
it into three parts. In the first paper in which the 
coffee was wrapped was a picture of an Indian chief's 
daughter, and amongst other words were the following: 
“This is sold as a mixture of coffee and chicory.” The 
name of the firm in larger type followed. The inspector 
did not see these words until the parcel was unwrapped. 
Mr. Collingwood urged that under these circumstances a 
trick had been practised upon the purchaser, who did not 
know there was anything on the label referring to the con- 
tents. The coffee on analysis was proved to contain of © 
coffee not more than 60 per cent., and.of chicory not less 
than 40 per cent. The inspector asked for coffee, and this — 
could be sold in a pure state at 1s. per lb. 

Inspector Duro was called, and bore out this statement, 
and, in reply to Mr. Clegg, said the outer wrapper was 
apparently simply for the purpose of protecting the inner 
wrapper. There was nothing to prevent him asking to look 
at the label. The defendant told him it was a mixture 
when he said it would be sent to the analyst. 

For the defendants, Mr. Clegg said although the Health 
Committee had known that coffee was sold mixed with 
chicory for a number of years, and although on one or two 
occasions they had plucked up courage to take proceedings 
against persons, they had never plucked up courage, when 
the facts had been laid prominently before them, to go 
before the court and get a decision in reference to a 
particular case. It was a remarkable fact, too, that in 
1893 the defendants were summoned under a similar 
section, but the case was withdrawn before it was 
taken into court. He thought the Health Committee 
had taken an unwise course in instituting these proceed- 
ings, as the case was absolutely covered by authority, and 
there could be no conviction. Why, therefore, the 
Corporation, through the Health Committee should go 
into a public court for the deliberate purpose of getting 
a smack in the face it was difficult to understand. What 
the object was he could not ascertain. It was a serious 
thing for the defendants, who were dragged into the court 
without cause or reason, and it was a serious allegation to 
say that fraud was intended on the part of the defendants, 
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who were a most respectable firm of 30 years’ standing. 
The chicory was not inserted for the purpose of fraud, 
but merely because coffee alone was not palatable, and 
customers when asking for coffee knew in most cases 
that they were getting a mixture of coffee and chicory. 
This custom of mixing was almost universal, and if a 
customer wanted pure coffee he asked for it. If grocers 
sold pure coffee at 1s. a pound, their trade would be ruined 
in a short time, so no injury whatever was done to the 
public by mixing chicory with it. The second paper in 
_ which the coffee was wrapped was put round simply for the 
_ purpose of protection, and not to conceal anything. Mr. 
Clegg proceeded at length to quote several cases of a 
_ similar character, and argued that there was no case against 
the defendants. 

_ The Stipendiary said chicory was as distinct an article 
_as sawdust, and if sawdust had been mixed with the coffee 
it would have been fraudulent. 

Mr. Clegg said chicory was rot injurious to health, and 
was not added to increase the bulk, weight, or measure. 

‘ One of the defendants, Mr. Charles Burgon, was called, 
-and said the firm had six shops in the City, and he had 
been in the business 34 years. He had been in the habit 
of mixing coffee and chicory for business purposes. This 
was done to improve the coffee and not with the intention 
of fraud. They would make quite as much profit, if not 
more, by selling pure coffee, but it would be an inferior 
drink. To add 4o per cent. of chicory was not un- 
_ reasonable. 

In reply to Mr. Collingwood, witness said if a customer 

asked for a pound of coffee at 1s. 8d., he should serve coffee 
and chicory unless he had a suspicion that pure coffee was 
required. It was the universal practice of grocers to sell 
_the mixture when coffee was asked for. 
__ Mr. Joseph Goodall (chairman of the Grocers’ Associa- 
_ tion), wholesale coffee dealer, said he had been in business 
42 years. He gave similar evidence to that of the 
_ defendant, and added that he preferred to give his customers 
~ half chicory and half coffee. Chicory might be introduced 
_in some cases for the purpose of fraud, but there was no 
fraud if the coffee was of good quality. 

Mr. Joseph Staniforth, grocer and wholesale coffee 


also gave evidence as to the advisability of mixing chicory 
_ with coffee. 


z Mr. W. Nuttall, who has been 20 years in the business, 


- said he preferred to have half chicory and half coffee, It 


_ was better suited to the taste. For rs. a pound the public 
_ did not expect to get pure coffee. 
Mr. Collingwood having replied on the law, 
: The Stipendiary said the case was surrounded with diff- 
culties. It was, in his opinion, sufficient prejudice to the 
purchaser not to get what he asked for, although he got 
something which was even superior in the opinion of other 
people. In this case the Inspector asked for coffee, and 
was supplied with a mixture, and it did not follow that 
every person wanted coffee and chicory when they asked 
for coffee. There could be no question that, although at 
the price of 1s. per pound, the quality of the mixture 
“might be at least as good, if not superior, to what pure 
coffee would be at the same price, yet when a person 


asked for a thing he ought to get not only the 
‘quality, but the nature and substance, and _ it 
could not be contended that chicory was either 


_of the nature or substance of coffee, any more than if it was 
sawdust. Hence, in the present case, the defendant did 
“not supply what was asked for in nature and substance. 
There was a label on one of the papers in which the coffee 
was wrapped; but it was not one that could be commended, 
and there was not sufficient notice given as to-the stuff sold 
being a mixture. If wrappers were to be used with other 
‘wrappers over them the thing would become a farce. In 
addition, therefore, to the labels, there should be something 
‘more than that which passed between the person serving the 
coffee, and the customer in the present case. The defendants 
would be fined £1 and costs. 
Mr. Clegg gave notice of appeal, 
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COCOA ADULTERATION. 
A SErRIous CASE. 


At Shrewsbury, on March 26th, the Shrewsbury 
Industrial Co-operative Society, Limited, were charged with 
selling to Inspector Croxton cocoa which had been 
adulterated with 20 per cent. of starch, 35 per cent. of 
sugar, and 0°56 per cent. of oxide of iron or raddle.— 
Mr. S. M. Morris, who appeared for the defendants, said it 
was his intention to admit the charge. He was about to 
address the magistrates in mitigation, when Inspector 
Croxton said it was a very bad case of adulteration, and 
wished the Bench to hear evidence. He called a boy named 
Philip Wallader, who stated that, acting on the Inspector’s 
instructions, he went to the defendants’ Castle Foregate shop, 
and asked for half-a-pound of loose cocoa. He was served by 
a youth named John Bishop, who charged him 3d. for it. The 
article was in a plain wrapper, and nothing was said to him 
about it being a mixture. He then delivered it to Inspector 
Croxton, who was waiting outside.—Inspector Croxton : 
Did you notice anything on the windows ?—Witness: Yes, 
this, ‘‘Have you tried the Co-operative Society’s teas, 
cocoas, coffees, and chicories? If not, why not? They 
are the finest in the world.” (Loud laughter.) — Mr. 
Morris: When did you learn that ?>—Witness: When I 
went to the shop.—Mr. Morris: Did you see any notice 
of this sort, ‘This is sold as a mixture of cocoa with 
other ingredients ?”—Witness: I did not see anything 
like that about.—Robert Croxton, Inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, said when he received the cocoa 
from the boy he went into the shop and spoke to Bishop, 
who admitted selling the article. Witness told him it 
was his intention to have it analysed, and asked him if 
he wished to have a sample. Bishop then called the 
manager, and witness repeated his statement to him and 
divided the cocoa in the usual way. The manager said it 
was a mixture, and he had ordered the men to label it. 
Witness forwarded one sample to Dr. Bostock Hill, of 
Birmingham, for the purpose of having it analysed, and 
he certified as follows as to the constituents: ‘Cocoa 
44°44 per cent. and foreign ingredients 55°56. Foreign 
ingredients: starch 20 per cent., sugar 35 per cent., and 
oxide of iron or raddle 0°56. The oxide of iron or raddle 
was doubtless added for the purpose of restoring the . 
normal colour to the cocoa, which will be partially lost by 
the addition of starch and sugar.”—In answer to Mr. 
Morris, the witness said he really did not know what 
half a pound of pure cocoa would cost; but he admitted 
that threepence was a low price.—The Inspector then 
called the assistant, a youth named John Bishop, who 
stated that he supplied the cocoa, but as they were very 
busy, it being Saturday night, he had no time to label 
it, as was his duty. They kept labels for the purpose.— 
The Inspector: Then what you said to me on Monday is 
not correct >—Mr. Morris (interposing): I object to that ; 
you can’t cross-examine your own witness. If you had 
waited, I might have called him.—The Inspector: Well, I 
must leave it to the magistrates.—This concluded the case 
for the prosecution, and Mr. Morris then addressed the 
Bench on behalf of his clients. He said the magistrates 
would see the defendants had adopted a very proper course 
in instructing him to plead guilty, because it was obvious 
an offence had been committed. At the same time defendants 
wished him to make an explanation which would put upon the 
matter a different complexion to whatit mightat first sight show. 
The boy Wallader went into the shop on the very busiest 
night in the week (Saturday), and the supplying of that 
mixture was a pure mistake. That, he thought, was borne 
out to a very large extent by the price. If they had charged 
for the half-pound of that mixture the same price as for 
pure cocoa, then he admitted there would be very little to 
say on their behalf. As he was instructed, the price of 
loose pure cocoa, for which the Inspector apparently sent 
the boy, was from 1s. 6d to 2s. per lb. Put it at 
1s. 6d., the price which the boy would have paid 
for half a pound would have been gd., and it there- 
fore seemed to him that there was no attempt on the 
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part of the society to make money improperly out 
of the cocoa. If the assistants in the shop had done their 
duty they would have told the boy it was a mixture. The 
shop was supplied with labels, which set forth that the 


cocoa was a mixture, and while he admitted that in that. 


case a label was not affixed as it might have been, he put 
it to their worships that, having regard to the price charged, 
the offence was not a serious one.—The magistrates then 
retired, and on returning into Court Mr. Deakin said they 
had considered the case carefully, and had come to the 
conclusion that a serious offence had been committed. The 
defendants would be fined 45 and costs. 

RICHARD GiBps, of 91, Devas Street, Bromley, appeared 
at the Thames Police Court, on March 22nd, to a summons 
taken out at the instance of the Poplar District Board for 
selling cocoa which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded, the same being adulterated with sugar 
and arrowroot to the extent of 4o and 20 per cent. 
respectively. Mr. Frederick J. Anthony, Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, supported the summons. The 
magistrate, Mr. Mead, after hearing the evidence, fined the 
defendant £42 10s. and £1 3s. costs. 


MILK. 


AT Birmingham, on April rst, Clement Holt, Bicken- 
hill, farmer, was summoned for selling milk which on 
analysis proved to contain 31, 30, and 43 per cent. of 
water more than was natural. Mr. Crowther Davies 
(Leamington) defended.—Mr. Hiley (from the Town 
Clerk’s office) said defendant was under a contract to 
supply pure milk to Cattell Brothers, dairymen, and on 
the 18th ult. Inspector Jones stopped defendant’s cart 
in Dora Road, Small Heath, and took the three samples 
from separate churns. On being analysed they were 
found to be adulterated as stated. A singular feature was 
that after proceedings were commenced the quantity of 
milk supplied by defendant to Cattell Brothers dropped 
from something like 4o gallons daily to about 25 gallons. 
On the 28th ult. Mr. Cattell received a letter from 
defendant saying that he had discovered one of his men 
putting water into the milk, and had kept that milk back. 
He attributed the diminution in the quantity supplied to 
that fact. The adulteration was admitted.—For the defence, 
Mr. Davies said the water was placed in the milk by 
defendant’s servant, and without his knowledge. Defendant 
was a man of excellent character, and was most desirous of 
proving that he did not tamper with the milk, or was 
cognisant of its having been tampered with. After the 
samples had been taken defendant spoke to his servants, 
and after he received the summons again mentioned to 
them that the milk was of short measure. Subsequently 
defendant’s wife caught one of the servants putting water into 
the milk.—Mr. Fisher: We have had some extraordinary 
defences in these cases. Mr. Davies: I have no doubt, and 
some extraordinary decisions likewise. (Laughter.)—The 
defendant was called, and said the only expianation he 
could give was that the lad put the water in the milk 
because he had not properly “stripped” the cows. — 
Defendant’s wife said she saw a boy named Markham 
put a bucket of water into a quantity of milk on Sunday 
last. — On being interrogated, he said it was the first 
time he had done it.—Alfred Markham admitted that on 
Sunday last his mistress caught him putting a bucket of 
water in the milk.—Mr. Davies: Had you ever done such 
a thing before ?— Witness: No.— Had complaint been 
made to you about the quantity of milk falling off? Ves. 
—Did anybody tell you to put the water in? No.—In 
answer to further questions, witness said he put the water in 
by mistake, but could not say whether he had made a 
similar mistake before-—The Bench thought the case had 
been proved, and that defendant was responsible, not- 
withstanding what the boy Markham had said. A fine of 
45 and costs was imposed in one case, and costs in the 
other two. 

AY Llanbadarn, on March 3rst, Thos. Richards, carrier, 





-in the affirmative. 








Pendre, Llanbadarn, was charged with selling adulterated 
milk on March rst. From the report of the public analyst 
it appeared that the milk was adulterated by 24 per cent. of 
water. 
analyst’s fee to come out of the fine. 


BUTTER. 


At North London, on March 3rst, the Butter Associa- 
tion of Great Britain and Ireland prosecuted two Hackney 
tradesmen for selling as butter an article which analysis 
proved to be margarine. They were both summoned 
(1) for not labelling the margarine, and (2) for serving it 
when asked for butter.—John James Phillips, of Broadway, 
London Fields, who was defended by Mr. Windsor (Young 
and Windsor), pleaded that it was all due to the zeal of a 
shop-boy, who, instead of calling his master to serve 
“6 ozs. of shilling butter,” as requested by the in- 


spector of the Butter Association, himself served 
the order, and took it from the slab on which 
the margarine was placed. The boy in question 


was called, and said he had been in the habit of serving 
milk and eggs in the shop, but never butter. He frankly 
admitted to Mr. Ricketts (prosecuting solicitor) that, 
though there was the margarine label on the stuff, he 
served ‘6 ozs. of pure butter” from it. But he did not 
know the price of the margarine. 
there was certainly some answer to the case; but the 
master was responsible for his servant. Fined 4os., and 
14s. 6d. costs.— Messrs. Charles Arthur Green and 
Company, of Broadway, London Fields, offered no 
defence to the allegation that they had sold margarine as 
butter except that it was an inadvertent act on the part of 
an assistant, which they would take care should not happen 
again. Fined £5, and 14s. 6d. costs. 

At Sheffield, on April 1st, Mary Elizabeth Heeley, 
grocer and provision dealer, Burns Road, Crookes, was 
summoned for having sold adulterated butter.—Mr. Colling- 
wood (from the Town Clerk’s Office) prosecuted, and said 


on Monday, February 28th, Inspector Duro visited the — 


defendant’s shop, and purchased a pound of butter. The 
defendant served him, and said: ‘‘ You are a stranger in 
this part, are you not?” To which the inspector replied 


was divided into three parts, and one part was sent to the 
public analyst, who gave a certificate saying that the sample 
consisted of margarine, as defined by the Act, and that it 
contained only a small proportion of real butter.—For the 
defence Mr. Neal said the shop belonged to the defendant’s 
husband. The defendant got all the butter she sold from a Mr. 
Plant, and paid 1s.a pound for it. She did not deal in mar- 
garine at all, and thought what she sold to the inspector was 
pure putter, as she had bought it as such.—Arnold Plant, 
who is at present managing the business of H. R. Plant, 
grocer and provision dealer, of 3, Netherthorpe-place, said 
Mrs. Heeley had traded with the firm some time. She 
always purchased butter, and never bought margarine. A 
mistake on the part of one of the assistants was the cause 
of the defendant being summoned. The defendant ordered 
a quantity of butter, and this order, along with others, was 
made up by the assistant. 
each parcel. ‘The assistant must have delivered the wrong 
parcel to the defendant.—The Stipendiary: Then it seems 
to be a case of gross carelessness on the part of Plant.—Mr. 
Neal said this was so.—The Stipendiary supposed that he 
would recompense Mrs. Heeley for causing her to suffer.— 
Mr. Neal said he did not think so, as the firm was under a 
deed of assignment.—A fine of 40s. and costs was imposed. 


MARGARINE. 
At North London, on March 30th, George Callam, of 


The bench fined the defendant 43 and costs, the — 


Mr. D’Eyncourt said | 


The butter which the inspector bought | 


Witness checked the weight of — 
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Seven Sisters’ Road, was summoned by the Middlesex — 


County Council for an infringement of the Margarine Act. 
Inspector Bridge said he visited the defendant’s shop, and 
saw what looked like butter upon a slab. He asked for 
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half a pound of that, and discovered that it was margarine. 


The Act provided that the article should have been legibly 
labelled ‘“ Margarine,” and wrapped in a paper on which 
was printed “ Margarine.” In the latter respect the 
defendant obeyed. The defendant, for whom Mr. 
Windsor (Young and Windsor) appeared, said that 
the margarine label was at hand, and would have 
been affixed to the rolls of margarine when they had been 


all unpacked from a box.—Richard Morgan, a lad employed 


by the defendant, was called, and said he was unpacking 
rolls of margarine and placing them on a‘slab when the 
inspector came in. He had room for a dozen, and had 
only three rolls out of the box when the Inspector said he 
would have half-a-pound of that, and at the same time 
Mrs. Callam said, ‘‘ Give the 
boy time,” and at the same time showed the label, which 
was to be set up when the dozen rolls were out on the slab. 
—Mr. Bridge’s assistant was re-called, and declared that 
the pound of margarine was served from another slab, and 
not from one of the rolls which the boy was taking from 
the box. The boy, however, said the contrary ; and in the 
end Mr. D’Eyncourt dismissed the summons, at the same 
time giving an opinion that the inspector was in too great a 
hurry. 

At Belfast, John M’Creedy, 13, Nile Street, was sum- 
moned by Inspector David M’Master, under the Food and 
Drugs Act, for selling margarine not properly described. 
Mr. M’Erlean, who defended, said that his client would 
plead guilty to the charge, and he had undertaken to pre- 
vent a like occurrence from happening. Mr. D. F. Spiller 
prosecuted. Their Worships imposed a fine of 45 and 
costs. 

At Birmingham, on April 1st, John Hart, 185, Dudley 
Road, grocer and butter dealer, was summoned for sell- 
ing as butter an article containing 75 per cent. of 
foreign fat. On the rrth ult., Clara Birchenough, on the 
instructions of Inspector Jones, purchased at defendant’s 
shop one pound of butter for 1s. The witness stated 
that the butter was supplied from under the counter, 
and was not wrapped in a margarine paper.—In reply to 
Mr. O’Connor, who defended, Inspector Jones said the 
article was wrapped in muslin, in half-pounds, in the ordinary 
way, as butter. Mr. O’Connor urged that defendant bought 
the article as butter, and sold it as such. The 
Bench considered the case an exceedingly bad one, and, 
believing that the sale of margarine for butter was on the 
increase, fined the defendant #10 and costs.—William 
Butterworth, 88, William Street, butter dealer, was sum- 
moned for selling as butter an article containing 70 per 
cent. of foreign fat. On the rith ult. half a pound of 
butter was purchased from the defendant’s shop, and this on 
analysis proved to be margarine. Inspector Jones said that 
after the purchase he entered the shop, and failed to find 
any butter there. Defendant said the sale was a mistake on 
the part of his wife. In this case also a fine of £10 and costs 
was imposed. Mr. Hiley, from the Town Clerk’s office, 
prosecuted in each case. 

Art Highgate, on March 3oth, James Mayling, dairyman, 
of 1, Turnpike Lane, Hornsey, was summoned for contra- 
vening Section 6 of the Act of 1897 with regard to the 
selling of margarine. He pleaded guilty, but said he had 
been in ignorance of the law. Inspector Bridge deposed 
to going into defendant’s shop and being served with half a 
pound of margarine, part of which was taken from a slab 
and part from a basket. It was served in an unstamped 
wrapper. Witness pointed this out to defendant, and told 
him who he was, and left part of the margarine with him 
and sending another part for analysis. The Bench imposed 
a fine of 4os., with 5$. 6d. costs, and ros. 6d. analyst’s fee. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Clerkenwell, on March 31st, Joseph Salmon, of 113, 
Hornsey Road, was summoned by the Islington Vestry for 
selling as olive oil an article which contained too per cent. 
of cotton-seed oil.—Miss Penelope Clark, as agent of the 


Vestry, proved the purchase. She handed the assistant a 
note containing a request for half a pint of olive oil. The 
assistant offered her a flask of oil for 43d., stating that 
he could not recommend it for drinking purposes. 
Inspector Bagshawe then entered the shop, and stated 
that the oil had been’ purchased for analysis. 
The assistant said he had not sold it as pure 
Olive oil. On analysis the flask proved to contain cotton- 
seed oil. Mr. Ricketts, jun., for the defence, said the 
assistant told the purchaser he did not sell olive oil. 
He asked her whether she wanted it for drinking purposes, 
and she did not know. He then offered her the “ flask 
oil,” which she said she would take. The flask oil was 
used for frying fish, but was not eatable with a salad. 
It was known as sweet oil. Defendant further con- 
tended that Miss Clark only took the oil on approval. 
Evidence was given in support of this statement. Mr. 
Bros ordered the payment of costs, 12s. 6d., which he 
thought would meet the case. 


BORIC ACID IN MILK. 


At Marlborough Street, on March 30th, George Arthur 
Dowse, of 65 and 67, Marylebone Lane, W., was sum- 
moned for selling milk adulterated by the admixture of 
boric acid to the extent of 40 grains to the gallon. Mr. 
Courthorpe Munroe prosecuted on behalf of the Vestry of 
St. George’s, Hanover Square. 

At a previous hearing it was stated that a sample of 
milk was bought in the street from a man in charge ofa 
barrow bearing the name of the Granville Dairy Company, 
for the purposes of analysis. It contained 40 grains of 
boric acid to the gallon, a quantity which would prove very 
injurious to health. Its addition was forbidden on the 
Continent, but as a matter of fact it was put into provisions 
exported from Germany to England. 

Mr. Arthur Newton, on behalf of Mr. Handsley, of the 
Callow-park Dairy Company, said that in consequence of his 
client’s company having been mentioned in the newspapers 
in connection with this case his business had suffered 
considerably. Mr. Handsley had a very large connection, 
and had nothing to do with the defendant company, and 
never used any acid for the preservation of the milk he 
sold. ; 
Mr, Slade: All I can say is I am very glad to hear it. 

Mr. Munroe explained that Dowse was summoned as 
srading as the Callow Park Milk Company because he was 
to registered by the County Council. 

Mr. Temple Cooke, in defence, said that his client put 
no preservative in his milk, and sold only British milk 
bought from farmers who supplied it with a guarantee. 
The sample was taken from milk sent by a farmer in Shrop- 
shire, and upon the warranty sent with it were the words, 
“ Pure new milk with all its cream.” The milk was always 
sold exactly as it was sent, and if required to be stored was 
kept in a cold room. Mr. Dowse also employed an analyst, 
who tested the milk from time to time. 

Mr. Dowse said he traded in Marylebone Lane as the 
Granville Dairy Company, and had a business called the 
Callow Park Milk Company. 

He wrote to the farmer who supplied the milk in ques- 
tion, and received a reply that the farmer had added a 
spoonful of “ boric acid, pure and simple,” to each churn of 
milk. He produced the letter. 

He did not use preservatives to his milknow. He used 
to do so a year or two ago, but had discontinued the 
practice. He never used boric acid, however. He con- 
sidered cold storage better. He did not believe what 
experts said about boric acid keeping milk for an unlimited 
period. It would not be profitable to him to sell stale milk 
preserved by boric acid. 

Other witnesses having been called, the further hearing 
was adjourned until May 11th for the convenience of the 
lawyers. 
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THE COMPOSITION OF LIQUORICE POWDERS. 


At the West Riding Police Court on March 29th, a 
shopkeeper named George Good, of Woodhouse, was 
summoned for having sold a quantity of liquorice powder, 
which was not of the nature, quality, and substance 
required.—Mr. Joseph Wilson, Inspector of Food and 
Drugs under the West Riding County Council, said on 
February 15th he purchased twelve packets of compound 
liquorice. powder, which were sold in penny packets. He 
told defendant the purpose for which he had bought them, 
and left one-third with him. The analyst’s certificate 
stated that the powders were practically destitute of sulphur, 
whereas the British Pharmacopoeia said compound powder of 
liquorice should contain 8°33 per cent. of sublimed sulphur. 
The omission of the sulphur, said the analyst, would 
seriously affect the remedial value of the powder. Defen- 
dant said he bought the powders from Mr. Thackray. He 
did not know what they were made of. Mr. Wilson said 
the shopkeepers were responsible for the drugs. If defen- 
dant had produced a warranty, this prosecution would not 
have been taken. The powders were sold to poor people, 
and the authorities were anxious to protect them. For the 
defence, Mr. F. W. Thackray, manufacturing druggist, 
Charlotte Street, gave evidence. He had manufactured 
compound liquorice powders for fifteen years, and it 
was only during recent years that the British 
Pharmacopeeia required sulphur to be added. _ It 
was the cheapest ingredient in the powder. The powder 
was not adulterated, as, according to an official prescription 
of the British Pharmacopceia, no sulphur was added. That 
was about eight years ago, when he bought a large quantity 
by auction. de had got in a large number of packets that 
did not contain sulphur, but he had been unable to get 
all returned.—Mr. Wilson said the copy of the British 
Pharmacopeceia produced by Mr. Thackray was eight years 
behind the time.—Defendant said he should not sell any 
more of the packets, but should return them to the 
manufacturer. Defendant was fined 5s., including costs, 


OYSTERS AND DISEASE. 


A DEPUTATION waited upon Mr. Chaplin, on March 30th, 
to represent to him the desirability of legislation with regard 
to the beds where oysters are prepared for the markets. 
The observations of the speakers divided themselves into 
three heads. The first was that the origin of typhoid and 
cholera had in many districts been traced directly to the 
consumption of oysters and other shellfish, such as cockles 
and mussels, the condition of whose existence and preser- 
vation are subject to the same contamination as those of 
oysters. The second point was that many oyster, cockle, 
and mussel beds existed in places and under conditions where 
they were bound to suffer contamination from sewer outfalls ; 
and that the Government should restrict the sale of shellfish 
from these places. ‘The third point was that such restric- 
tions were desirable, not alone in the interests of the public 
health, but in the interests of the oyster trade, which was 
at present suffering from a want of public confidence in 
oysters. To the last of these points Major Rasch, M.P., 
and Dr. Collingridge, of the port of London, gave evidence 
in confirmation. Major Rasch said that‘ the Burnham 
Oyster Beds, although conducted under the most proper 
conditions, nevertheless were suffering severely at present 
for the faults of their less scrupulous competitors, and 
Dr. Collingridge observed that in the interests of the 
good traders a legislative restriction was necessary 
to restrain bad ones. Dr. Collingridge also, in common 
with several other speakers, pointed out that cockles and 
mussels, which were eaten in very large quantities by the 
poor of London, were often cultivated under insanitary con- 
ditions similar to those complained of in oysters. Mr. Hope, 
of Liverpool, and Mr. Nivens, of Manchester, also pressed 
this point, and the representative of Manchester said that 
one-tenth of the cases of typhoid investigated in that city 
were traced last year to the consumption of “shell fish ”— 








mussels principally, though the poor people there ate also a 


good many cheap oysters. In the case of Brighton, the 
Mayor of that town gavea still higher average—one-third of 
the typhoid cases being traceable to oysters. 

Mr. Chaplin in reply assured the deputation that his 
views were one with theirs in this matter. The chief points 
for consideration were the desirability of legislating with 
regard to (1) the proximity of “ oyster layings” to sewer 
outfalls, and (2) the unrestricted sale of oysters from these 
places. He might add that he had already come to the 
conclusion that legislative action ought to be taken in this 
matter, that he had already given it his consideration, and 
he thought that the matter could, as well as should, be 
dealt with. He concluded by observing that at present all 
his observations had been directed to the case of oysters. 
He was not in possession of sufficient information at pre- 


sent to deal in a similar way with the cockles, mussels, and’ 


other shell fish. 

The report of Dr. G. S. Buchanan to the Local Govern- 
ment Board upon the recent cases of enteric fever in Essex 
and Suffolk indicates that in every instance the attack was 
due to the eating of infected oysters, mainly from Brightling- 
sea Creek, the particular layings being close to the outfalls 
of the three main sewers of the town of Brightlingsea. Dr. 
Buchanan has drawn the following conclusions from his 
inquiries: (1) That in every instance the attack was due to 
the ingestion of infected oysters ; (2) that in twenty-five out 
of the twenty-six cases investigated, the implicated oysters 
could be traced almost with certainty to layings in Bright- 
lingsea Creek; (3) that, though in five of these cases 
the particular Brightlingsea laying or layings which had 
furnished the implicated oysters could not be ascertained, 
the facts as regards the remaining twenty cases were 
sufficient to warrant inference that the implicated oysters 
had been taken, prior to their delivery to their respective 
vendors, from one or other of two particular layings in 
Brightlingsea Creek; (4) that the two layings thus 
implicated formed part of an oyster beach situated on the 
foreshore of Brightlingsea Creek, close to the outfalls of 
three main sewers of the town of Brightlingsea, a foreshore 
which is conspicuously exposed to pollution by sewage; 
and (5) that at sundry different periods in the course of 
1887 infectious matter derived from persons suffering from 
enteric fever at Brightlingsea must needs have been dis- 
charged from the Brightlingsea sewer outfalls. 

Dr. Buchanan further states that out of the eleven 
layings which constitute the Brightlingsea oyster beach 


“seven are owned by London merchants, the inference being 


that a proportion of the infected oysters have found their 
way to the London market. Dr. Buchanan expresses the 
opinion that until the sewage of Brightlingsea is satisfactorily 
dealt with, risk must continue to attend the consumption 
of oysters from layings there. 


FILTHY ICE CREAMS. 


At Southwark, on March 30th, Pantanleoni Manze, of 
208, Bermondsey Street, was charged on two summonses— 
first, with mixing ice-cream with injurious organisms, and 
next with selling the same.—Mr. Hawker, Clerk to the St. 
Olave’s District Board of Works, appeared for the prosecu- 
tion.—Inspector Ashdown stated that on March 7th he 
purchased eight ounces of ice-cream at one of the defen- 
dant’s stalls in Maze Pond, and gave sixpence for it. He 
divided the sample into three portions, one of which he 
submitted to Dr. Stevenson, at Guy’s Hospital, who had 
returned the following analysis: Organic matter (sugar, 
casein, starch, fat, lemon), 15°55 per cent.; mineral 
matter, o°o7 per cent.; water, 84°38 per cent. Dr. 
Stevenson’s “‘observations” were to the effect that 
the cream was dirty, that several ingredients were contained 
in it, and that there were 4186 organisms per cubic centi- 
metre, and these included Jdacillus liquidus, bacillus 
liguifaciens, oidium Jactis, and at least three of the dactllus 
coli communis per cubic centimetre. These are injurious 
organisms, and the mixture was, in his opinion, injurious to 
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Kealth.—The Chief Clerk (Mr. Nairn) observed that the 
certificate was highly technical. —The magistrate asked’ what 
was the ingredient or material which the prosecution said 
was mixed with the ice-credm.—Mr. Hawker: Probably 
dirty water, but we are not bound to say what it was. If we 
cannot prove the mixing the certificate shows the presence 
of a foreign ingredient which is not natural to ice-cream.— 
The magistrate: But it must be so as to be injurious to 
health. It appears to be a question of microbes, and we 
must have Dr. Stevenson here.—Mr. Hawker: I am quite 
willing to take an adjournment for that purpose.—The case 
was adjourned accordingly for the attendance of the 
analyst. 


WINE FROM BARLEY. 


Tue British Consul at Naples, in his last report, reverts 
to the subject of the production of artificial wines from 


barley, which he mentioned in his report for 1896 and 


then received some attention in this country. He now 
summarises an account of the process from an important 
Italian agricultural journal, which compares the revolution 
likely to be caused in wine-growing countries by this 
discovery to that caused by the discovery of beetroot sugar. 
It seems that a large factory is at work at Wandsbek, near 
Hamburgh, producing the so-called Malten-Weine, which 
have the characteristics of the wines of southern Europe, 
owing to the entirely new process of fermentation to which 
they are subjected. The factory is said to  pro- 
duce about a quarter of a million gallons per 
annum. The discovery was due to Pasteur, who, however, 
never carried it beyond the theoretical point, and it was 
left to Mr. Hansen, a Dane, and Dr. Sauer, a German 
bacteriologist, to carry Pasteur’s theory into practice. The 
bariey is malted and carried to the point of fermentation, 
when lactic acid and vinous ferments are introduced, the 
mass being subjected to sundry variations of temperature. 
Sherry, port, Tokay, and Malaga have thus been closely 
imitated. When fermentation is completed the liquor is 
put into huge vats of about 4,500 gallons, and then into 
casks of 1,500 gallons, where it is artificially matured by 
being raised toa high temperature. The transformation of the 
substances which give the liquor its taste and bouquet is thus 
accomplished in a few weeks, instead of requiring as many 
years, and at the same time all extraneous matter derived 
from the ferments is sterilised and rendered innocuous. 
The liquor can then be drawn off into small casks or bottles, 
and in three or four months it is ready for consumption. 
These artificial wines have a large percentage of alcohol, 19 
per cent, or even more, being derived wholly from fermen- 
tation. “It is notorious that alcohol is added to most of 
the wines we drink, few wines being sufficiently rich in 
spirit to keep for a long time without such addition. The 
artificial wine should therefore be, theoretically at least, 
purer than the natural wine; and, at any rate, 
wine-growers have no disloyal competition to complain of, 
while to barley growers the discovery may be of vast 
practical utility, as forming a new market for an article 
which agricultural depression has sorely depreciated.” The 
product is sold as “highly fermented barley wine.” The 
medical reports in Germany on these wines seem to have 
been very favourable. In a Hamburgh hospital, Tokay, sherry, 
and port were used in the course of last year. ‘‘ These wines 
were taken almost without exception very willingly by the 
sick, and preferred even to Greek and other southern wines. 
The favourable influence of the malt wine on the general 
health of the patient and on an exhausted nervous system, 
and the acceleration of the action of the heart, all showed 
themselves in the same way as is the case with other 
wines containing a similar amount of alcohol. In cases of 
disease of the stomach it has been observed that the mild 
malt wines are easily digested, while other sweet wines 
proved troublesome. The opinion that only wines made 
from grapes should be given to invalids is unfounded pre- 
judice. All wines equal in alcohol to the malt wine are so 
dear that they can only be prescribed for a few patients, 
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and very few other wines contain the degree of nourishment 
of these malt wines; hence we may greet their preparation 
as an unexpected triumph of our technical fermentation: 
The:invention is at present only in its infancy, and it may 
well be that the: wine: is insipid to the palate of the con 
noisseur, though it is used by a large number of hospitals 
and invalids in Germany. Our barley being so much 
superior to German barley, our malt wine might also be 
superior to theirs:”—Zhe Times. 


MEAT EXTRACTS: THE FUTURE TRADE OF 
AUSTRALASIA. 


THE circumstance that, owing to the low price of meat 
in the mother country, many of the works in Australia and 
New Zealand which have hitherto shipped frozen meat are 
turning their attention to the manufacture of extract of 
meat, lends a timely interest to the paper on “The 
Preparation of Meat Extracts,” read at the Society of Arts 
by Mr. C. R. Valentine. The numerous preparations now on 
the market may be roughly classified into four groups: ex- 
tracts by the Liebig process, bouillons, jellies, and: juices; 
There are no official figures relating to our imports of extract 
of meat, the latter being included under the head of “ meat 
preserved otherwise than by salting,” for which this country 
pays away some two millions sterling per annum. For 
various reasons Australasia, rather than North America or 
Argentina, is likely to develop the extract of meat industry: 
In 1895 Queensland alone exported 474,476lb. of extract 
of meat, valued at £43,000. Already some of the larger 
manipulators are giving preference to the finest 
Australian extract. Tinned and preserved meats have 
declined in value on account of the enormous development 
of the fresh or frozen meat trade ; extract of meat, however, 
does not come into competition with either. As to the 
stock-carrying capacity of the Antipodes there were, at a 
rough estimate, about 12,000,000 cattle in Australasia in 
1895, Queensland claiming nearly 7,000,000 of these and 
New South Wales 2,250,000. New Zealand has over a 
million head and is increasing her herds rapidly, enjoying 
as she does immunity from disease. In 1897 the United 
Kingdom possessed 11,000,000 cattle. 


SPIRIT OF NITRE CASE. 


Joun F. Kinczetr, chemist and druggist, Evesham, 
was summoned at the local Borough Sessions for selling 
half a pint of spirit of nitre that was alleged to be 
adulterated. The spirit was analysed by Dr. Swete, who is 
reported to have stated, though on what grounds does not 
appear, that the spirit of nitre was not of the nature and 
substance demanded by the purchaser. Apparently an 
attempt was made to persuade the magistrates that spirit of 
nitrous ether and spirit of nitre are synonymous terms, but 
the attempt failed, and the case was dismissed. 


OLIVE OIL OR SALAD OIL. 


At the Evesham Borough Sessions John Foster, grocer, 
Bengeworth, was summoned for selling adulterated olive 
oil. The oil was supplied in a flask, for which sixpence 
was charged. Dr. Swete’s analysis showed that the oil was 
adulterated with foreign oil to the extent of at least 30 per 
cent. For the defence it was urged that pure olive oil is 
never sold in flasks now, but only in bottles. But that 
artless tale failed to convince the magistrates, who were of 
opinion that the purchaser asked for olive oil, and did not 
get what he asked for. The defendant was therefore fined 
5s. and 14s. costs; and Thomas Baker, another grocer, 
Vine Street, who was charged with a similar offence, was 
fined 5s. and gs. costs. 
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THE ADULTERATION OF FLOUR. 


In the issue of the /e/d for January 12th, attention is 
‘called to the large importation of maize, or Indian corn, 
and the writer, under the head of “ January in Mark Lane,” 
says: “In nine years our consumption of this staple has 
more than doubled. . . . The extra maize does not replace 
either barley or oats,” and I will now endeavour to trace 
where the extra quantity isconsumed. Most of our readers 
are aware that for years maize has been used to adulterate 
cones flour, oatmeal, liquorice, mustard, and pepper. — It is 
also extensively employed now by brewers and distillers, as 
well as by the confectioners and jam-boilers ; but it will be 
news to some readers to learn that maize-flour has not only 
displaced a large quantity of revet wheat, from which cones 
were manufactured, but it has taken the place of a large 
quantity of wheat that used to be used for making “‘ sizing ” 
flour, which, as my readers are aware, is sold in Lancashire 
and Yorkshire to ‘the cotton mills. Not only is maize the 
cause of lessening the demand for wheat which would have 
been consumed in “ sizing,” but 


IT HAS DISPLACED MORE WHEAT 


by its being largely used by fraudulent persons as an 
adulterant in flour such as householders purchase. So 
extensive has the practice become that meetings have been 
held by those connected with the milling trade, in order 
to discuss a means to stop this illegal mixing of fine maize 
flour with wheaten flour. Not only has this question 
engaged the attention of the National Association of British 
and Irish Millers, but at a recent meeting of the Northamp- 
ton Agricultural Society the matter was brought up, and 
after some discussion it was suggested that steps should be 
taken to prosecute some of the grocers, who are said to be 
the principal offenders in selling this mixture as wheaten 
flour. A correspondent, writing to Z%e Miller on the course 
taken by the National Association of British and Irish 
Millers in submitting to. an eminent analyst samples of 
flour suspected of being adulterated after it had been 
examined by an analytical chemist, who had pronounced 
it adulterated, remarks : “It occurred to one of the partners 
in the firm to makesome experiments with white maize, which 
was then coming into Liverpool from Atlantic ports in large 
quantities, but, owing to limited demand for ordinary pur- 
poses, was somewhat of a drug in the market, and had only 
a limited sale. A small parcel of this maize was bought 
by the firm in question, and instead of being ground 
upon stones (as in the case of ordinary maize-meal), it 
was submitted to a partial gradual reduction upon 
rollers (with usual sifting sieves between), with the 
following result, the exact percentages of which I do 
not now remember: (a) Fine maize flour, (4) large granular 
sharps, (¢) small granular sharps, (d) rough gritty bran, 
(e) large flaky bran. The flour was obtained by dressing 
through centrifugals, with the singularly successful result of 
a bright, smooth flour, admirably adapted for the purpose 
wanted at the time, and readily saleable at remunerative 
prices. A sample of this fine maize flour was submitted 
without comment to an eminent analyst—whose original 
certificate xow lies before me—with the following result :— 
‘Moisture, 12°26; gluten, 6°90; starch, 72°49; ash, ‘90; 
dextrine, gum, etc., 7°45 ’—to which the analyst voluntarily 
added the remark, ‘This flour is pure wheat flour.’ The 
analyst was never, so far as I am aware, told of his mis- 
take; but the certificate has been preserved as conclusive 
evidence of how an eminent chemical authority could be 
led astray in a sample submitted for his consideration, 
where the constituents were chemically like those of wheat 
flour. ‘Thus it is conceivable that the eminent analyst to 
whom Mr. Sanderson submitted the suspected samples 
might be quite satisfied from merely chemical indications 
that the flour laid before him was pure wheat flour.” The 
writer, a few years ago, took from different machines in one 
of the latest type of roller flour mills samples of the finest 
grade flour, and, after mixing them together, added, to the 
extent of 10 per cent., maize flour that he had personally 
obtained from one of the latest-built Irish mills on the 
gradual reduction system. The mixing was done in London 
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by one of the best mixing machines built. by our engineers, 
and then samples were sent to i wn ; 
TWO EMINENT ANALYSTS, 


both of whom gave an elaborate chemical: report, and 
stated that the fine samples of wheaten flour submitted to 
them were pure. These samples were also- tested by. the 
writer and a milling expert chemically, with the tintometer, 
to gauge the colour, and the microscope, with the result 
that if we had not been aware that maize flour had been 
mixed with the samples we should have dismissed the 
samples as pure. In this connection it should be men- 
tioned that the microscope is of little use— except to a very 
few trained eyes—to detect the adulteration of wheaten 
flour with fine maize flour when the amount used does not 
exceed ten per cent. Those who ‘make it their business to 
examine starches and other minute organisms should rely 
not on their eyesight but the results of photomicrography, 
for it should not be forgotten that the strain on the eye is 
such that all details are not grasped by the brain. |Where- 
as photomicrography not only registers the sample in a 
form for permanent use and frequent examination, but 
gives accuracy and detail that cannot be seen by the eyes. _ 

From the above some idea is acquired of how the extra 
amount of maize imported into this country is used. But, 
in conclusion, it may be as well to draw attention to an un-- 
fortunate practice in the flour trade that exists through 
the fact that there is not any established standard of quality 
of flour. In the American trade it is a recognised thing, 
and even in England there are establishments that carry on 
the same business, and in some cases produce flour which 
is sold under well known brands. In an American milling 
paper the following description is given of a firm of flour 
exporters and millers’ agents of New York, on their estab- 
lishing a branch in Kansas City. The journal says :— 
““ They have a process and machinery of their own by 
which they are enabled to raise or lower the grades of 
flours to suit the demands of their customers in 
England and on the Continent, in the West Indies 
and in the South American markets. Recently this firm 
has located in Kansas City, where the opportunity is 
afforded them of widely extending their business under 
more advantageous shipping rates, and the advantage of a 
closer proximity to the base of supply. We refer to their 
business in this department because of its special im- 
portance to the millers of the south-west who do not cater 
to the export trade, but who have a flour surplus which they 
desire to dispose of to advantage. . . . Referring to their 
blending process, by which a great deal of inferior flour 
that would otherwise be a loss to the miller is made market- 
able, they have a machine that blends and reduces 1,500 
barrels in ten hours. . They take flour in any shape or 
package that comes to them, carefully inspect it, and if any 
be not in proper condition for shipment it is thoroughly 
renovated by their process and enough good flour added to 
bring it up to grade. For instance, flour going into the 
barrel at the mill hot is not safe to export in the original 
package to warmer climates. The firm put this flour in 
condition to be shipped to any country and repack in 
suitable packages. For the West Indies it is packed in 
barrels of 200lb., 203lb., and 1662lb., Spanish weight ; for 
Europe 14olb., 20olb., 214lb., and 28o0lb. bags; for the 
South American seabuard markets in 166lb. bags ; and for 
the southern home markets in 24]b., 48lb., and 98lb. bags. 
Flour that is almost on the point of fermentation can be so 
improved by the blending process that it will keep for a 
very long time, and will give even better satisfaction to the 
consumer than the fresher product. The above points are 
all familiar to merchant millers, but may be of iznterest to 
others. There is a third grade of flour made in nearly 
every mill that must be disposed of at a loss to the miller. 
Much of this flour the firm in question have use for.” By 
such practices prices are helped to a lower level, and, by 
means of adulteration, farmers in this country are defrauded 
to the extent of the value of the percentage of foreign 
matter added to the pure article. 

R. W. D., in Field 
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HEALTH AND FOOD. 
NitRoGENous MaTERIAL, by Dr. Walter R. Hadwen, M.D. 


“Let us be quite clear, to start with, that nitrogenous 
food—that is, food containing nitrogen—is absolutely 
essential to life,” says Dr. Hadwen in Zhe Vegetarian. 
“Tt matters not whether an animal is herbivorous, as 
_ the horse or cow; or carnivorous, as the lion or tiger; 
directly it is fed upon carbo-hydrates and fats alone, no 
matter in what quantity they may be given, or how pro- 
portioned, or how varied the forms of the food, the animal 
will begin to slowly starve to death. The various functions 
of the body will becoine listless and powerless, and the 
chemical changes so essential to life finally cease their 
operations. And although it may be argued, and truly 
argued, that carbo-hydrates and fats are the special food 
necessary to the production of heat and energy, yet in the 
_ absence of nitrogen they are powerless to execute the work 
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for which they are designed. The creature deprived of 
this essential food will die as the result of what is commonly 
termed witrogen starvation. And, moreover, such is the 
value of nitrogen, that if greater energy is to be called 
forth from the various organs of the body, more nitrogen 
must be supplied in order to yield such a result. 

“ Death, owing to this deprivation, does not take place 
all at once, as the animal, in the absence of the supply of 
nitrogenous food, feeds upon itself, and abstracts the neces- 
sary nitrogen from its own body. Thus a herbivorous ox 
in a state of starvation would, in a sense, become a car- 
nivorous animal. ; 

“It is not uncommon to call the substances belonging to 
the nitrogenous class A/bumenoids or Albuminates, owing to 
the fact that albumen (which is the characteristic constituent 
of the white of an egg) is taken as the type or pattern of 
this particular group. There are several substances possess- 
ing remarkably similar properties to those in the white of 
an egg, which are of precisely the same chemical com- 
position ; all come under the same heading of Nitrogenous 
or Albumenoid material. They are found equally in the 
vegetable as in the animal kingdom. And one thing has 
been settled beyond dispute that whether their origin be in 
the animal or vegetable world, the nitrogenous principle in 
either case is identically the same. That is, the nitrogenous 
or albumenoid matter derived from eating a beef-steak is 
identical with the corresponding nitrogenous principle to be 
found in a dish of lentils, peas, or haricot beans, or in a 
loaf of bread, or a dish of fruit. 

“In order to be clear as to the slight differences existing 
between these nitrogen compounds and the sources whence 
they are derived, it may be well to give a rough outline of 
the principal nitrogenous substances. 

“Tt is well known when the finger is cut the blood 
speedily clots ; it is nature’s method of assisting to stop the 
bleeding. Ifa quantity of blood be drawn from the body 
of an animal it also speedily clots or ‘ coagulates,’ as it is 
termed, and if the blood be stirred with a twig the 
coagulated substance will collect upon it, and will present 
the appearance of a conglomerated fibrous mass. This is 
the principal nitrogenous part of the blood, and is called 
FIBRIN. 

“* By washing the flour of a cereal, such as wheat, a nitro- 
genous sticky fibrous mass is left behind, called Gluten. 
This is in other words Vege¢tadbée Frsrin. It is of similar 
character and composition to the Fibrin of animal food. 
The same principle exists in most leguminous plants, and 
also in grape juice. ‘The stiffening which occurs in a body 
after death is due to another coagulation in the substance 
of the muscle or flesh; this is also a nitrogenous product, 
and is called JZyosin. 

‘The nitrogenous matter in the white of an egg (which, 
as we all know, coagulates by means of heat) is called 
ALBUMEN. 

“There is also what is called Vegetable ALBUMEN, which 
answers precisely to the albumen of animal origin. It is 
obtained abundantly from the wheat tribe, and also from 
nuts and legumes. Now, although albumen and fibrin, 
whether animal or vegetable, are equally nitrogenous 
matters, and are of uniform chemical composition, there is 
this difference—albumen is soluble in water, but fibrin is 
insoluble. 

“Then there is the CasEINE (or cheese). That also is 
a nitrogenous principle of the same composition as albumen 
and fibrin, but it differs in this way from the white of an egg: 
it cannot like the latter be coagulated by heat. 

“There is a Vegetable CASEINE, too, with just the same 
chemical composition, and precisely the same distinguishing 
property. This is found in great quantity in all kinds of 
beans and peas, which go by the name of legumes (that is, 
seeds contained in pods); consequently, vegetable cheese 
is called Legumine. 

“ Besides one or two other nitrogenous materials of like 
composition, which differ only in some slight detail, there 
are two other products derived entirely from animal sources, 
named Geéatine and Chondrin. ‘The former comes from 
bone; the latter from cartilage, and other fibrous 
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structures. Their nutritive value, however, is very ques- 
tionable, as they—gelatine especially—undergo such a 
rapid change in the system that they cannot possibly 
nourish or build up the tissues, although they contain more 
nitrogenous material than those we have mentioned above. 
They form the jelly of fresh meat soups, and because of 
the way in which they thicken the fluid they are con- 
sidered very nourishing by an unthinking public; but the 
idea is quite delusive. Isinglass belongs to the same class ; 
in fact, it can be converted into gelatine by the addition of 
boiling water. It consists of the membrane of the 
A good deal of the 
isinglass in the market, however, consists of nothing but 
prepared parchment cuttings, and it is said that much of 
the finest calves’-foot jelly—‘ Warranted, pure’—is simply 
a careful preparation from old legal documents which have 
been bought up by the pound from second-hand book- 
sellers, and which, though of no further pecuniary gain to the 
lawyer, are still capable of yielding a handsome profit to the 
cook. 
_ “Now, all the nitrogenous substances we have mentioned, 
viz. : 

Animal and Vegetable Albumen 

Animal and Vegetable Fibrin 

Animal and Vegetable Casein 
are of the same chemical composition, and are each and 
all capable of taking the place of one another in the 
processes of nutrition. 

“Their uniform composition is roughly as follows in every 

100 parts :— 


Nitrogen 16 parts 
Carbon 54 parts 
Hydrogen 7 parts 
Oxygen 22 parts 
Sulphur 1% parts 


Therefore to obtain the nitrogenous material we require for 
our needs it is quite unnecessary to trespass within the 
confines of the animal kingdom, to sacrifice life, and feed 
upon flesh meat under the idea that we shall be provided 
with some important tissue-forming principle of a superior 
type to that which the vegetable kingdom can supply. 
The chemical composition in every case is the same. 

“The proportion, however, of the nitrogenous matter 
itself in the different foods varies considerably. For 
instance, lean beef contains in round numbers 19 parts 
of nitrogenous matter in every hundred ; peas, 24; haricot 
beans, 25 ; lentils, 25; oatmeal, 12; wheat, 15, rice, 8; 
walnuts, 12, figs and dates, 6, etc. Some articles, such as 
butter and arrowroot, contain no nitrogenous matter at all. 
Thus it is seen that lentils, beans, and peas contain about 
half as much again nitrogenous matter as lean beef; and 
these pulses also contain a much larger proportion even 
than wheat. But it must be borne in mind that we should 
not hastily conclude from this fact that the one food is 
more zufritious than another because it contains a larger 
proportion of nitrogenous material.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


AT Belper, William Henry Spalton, landlord of the 
“Puss in Boots,” Windley, was summoned for selling half 
a pint of brandy not of the nature and substance demanded, 
on February roth. Captain Sandys, one of the county 
inspectors, made some observations to the Bench, in the 
course of which he said this house was a considerable 
distance from any other licensed premises. It was essential 
that brandy should be of the proper strength and quality, 
as it was used for medicine. In the opinion of some people 
whisky, rum, or gin might be adulterated, as they contended 
it was a means of reducing drunkenness. However, brandy 
was different. In the case before them the spirit was 
20 per cent. below the required strength. Defendant stated 
that he had never mixed brandy since he took to the house 
last September. The spirit was just as he acquired it in the 
valuation. He admitted the sale, but denied the adultera- 
tion. A fine of £1 and costs was imposed. 
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At Retford, on April 9th, David Hemstock was fined 
43 for selling adulterated gin 35 per cent. under proof. 

At Swindon, Charles K. Fenton, of the ‘* Mason’s 
Arms Hotel,” Swindon, was summoned, at the instance of 
the Wilts County Council, for selling a pint of Irish whisky 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded on 
February 4th. There was a similar charge in respect to the 
sale of a pint of rum on February r9oth.— Mr. H. Bevir 
prosecuted, and Mr. A. E. Withy appeared for the defence. 
—Mr. Sam Smith, Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, stated that he submitted a sample of the whisky to 
Dr. Dyer, who had reported that it was 63 degrees under 
standard.—Cross-examined: He did not see a notice 
to the effect that all spirits sold in the house 
were diluted. — Mr. Withy said defendant was in 
the habit of exhibiting such a notice, but on_ this 
particular day it had fallen over on its face. — Mr. 
Smith said he was satisfied that the notice was found in the 
house on a later date.—With regard to the second charge, 
Mr. Bevir said the sample of rum was found to be within 
13 degrees of the standard, and he wished to mention that 
no summons would have been issued in respect to the rum 
but for the fact that the purchase of whisky resulted in the 
sample being found to be 63 degrees under standard. If 
the Bench were agreeable, he was prepared to withdraw the 
second summons on the payment of the costs.—Mr. Withy 
accepted the offer, adding that two other samples which had 
been bought from defendant were found to be genuine.— 
The Bench thought justice would be met by the imposition 
of a fine of ts. in the first case, together with #1 11s. 6d. 
costs in both cases. 


MILK. 


EXCELLENT WorRK BY A MIDDLESEx CoUNTY COUNCIL 
INSPECTOR. 


At Enfield Petty Sessions, on April 4th, 1898, William 
Norman, 37, James Street, Bush Hill Park, was summoned 
for selling milk adulterated with 22 per cent. of added 
water. Inspector Bridge said that on March 16th he saw 
defendant driving in Bush Hill Park. Directly defendant 
saw him he whipped up his horse as fast as he could to get 
away. Witness, however, ran after and caught him up, and 
jumped on his cart. He then demanded a pint of 
new milk. Defendant said it was not new milk, but 
skimmed. Witness bought it, and the analyst certified it to 
be not skimmed milk at all, but new milk adulterated 
to the extent stated. One day, subsequently, witness saw 
the defendant on foot. He again made off round a corner. 
Witness followed with his assistant. They searched in 
various directions including a stable. He was not observed 
in the stable at first, but on a second search was found 
behind the door, having evidently hidden under a heap of 


manure. The content of his can had been emptied amongst 
the manure. The man was a standing danger to the 
community. Previous convictions were proved against 


defendant for adulteration and embezzlement. He did not 
now appear to the summons and the Bench fined him £10 
and costs, in default two months’ imprisonment. Mr. 
Bridge earned a high reputation in Yorkshire for zeal and 
ability, and his work on behalf of the Middlesex public 
appears also thorough. 

At Portsmouth, James Cross, of 4, Albert Road, 
Southsea, a milk purveyor, was summoned for selling a 
pennyworth of milk containing 20 per cent. of added water, 
to the prejudice of Inspector G. L. Scott, under the Food 
and Drugs Act.—Mr. Matthews defended.—Inspector Scott 
bought the milk at defendant’s shop, from Maud Cross, his 
daughter, and the analysis showed that at least six 
per cent. of cream had been abstracted, as well as 
twenty per cent. of water added.—The defence was 
that the milk in the shop had run short, and Miss 
Cross bought a gallon from a boy who was passing The 
milk usually supplied was bought under guarantee.—Mr. 
Matthews submitted that it was a pure case of misfortune, 
and that the prosecution would doa lot of harm to Mr. 
Cross, who had a large business, and would be above selling 
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bad milk as was alleged. Efforts had been made, with the 
help of a detective, to find the boy who sold the milk 
‘to Miss Cross, but without success.—Chief Inspector Bell 


said that defendant had been in business fifteen years, and 


_ this was the first occasion on which his milk was found to 


be adulterated.—After a lengthy consideration of the case, 
the magistrates inflicted the nominal penalty of ros., in- 
cluding costs. 

At West Bromwich, Harry Manday, Spon iene was 
summoned for selling milk 14 per cent. deficient of fat on 
February 23rd, and was fined 20s. and £2 12s. costs.— 
Edwin Humphries, of Whittington, Salop, was charged with 
selling milk to the Midland Dairy Company on the 11th 
ultimo which was 9 per cent. deficient of ;fat.-< Inspector 
J. W. Davies gave evidence, and defendant was fined 20s. 
and £1 9s. 6d. costs. A summons for a false warranty 
was dismissed on payment of costs, £2 1s. 6d. 

AT Norwich, Edward Long, of Globe Street, was sum- 
moned for selling milk from which a portion had been 
abstracted so as to affect injuriously its nature, substance, 
and quality, on March r5th. The Town Clerk appeared 
in support of the information. Mr. Herbert Hardy, assis- 
tant to the Sanitary Inspector, stated that he went to the 


. defendant’s shop and asked for a pint of new milk, for 


which he paid 13d. Subsequently he handed the milk to 
Mr. Brooks, the Inspector, who told the defendant’s wife 


that the milk had been bought to be analysed. Mr. Brooks 
deposed to Mrs. Long stating that she sold the milk just as 


she bought it. The analyst’s certificate stated that the 
milk had been deprived of at least 16 per cent. of its natural 
fat. 

Defendant now made a similar statement to his wife’s. 

The magistrates considered they were bound by the 
analyst’s certificate. They did not think it a serious case, 
and had no alternative but to inflict a fine of 5s. 

Tuomas Austin, Rothweli, was summoned for selling 
milk adulterated. Mr. S, Clowes, Inspector to the County 


Council, said he saw the defendant's servant supplying milk 


from house to house. Witness asked him for a pint of new 
milk, and it was supplied. Witness told him he had pur- 


q chased it for the purpose of having it analysed. He 
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divided the milk purchased into three parts in the ordinary 
way, and left one part with the boy. Mr. Austin then came 
up, and the boy handed the sample to defendant in the 
presence of witness. Witness took his sample to the analyst 
the same day. The certificate of the analyst stated that the 
sample contained g2 per cent. of milk and 8 per cent. of 
added water. Defendant said he had sold milk for 30 years, 
and a complaint had never been made against him before, 
though several samples of his milk had been taken. In 
this instance, his cows being dry, he had obtained the milk 
from another person, whose name he now gave. It was 
not his milk, and if there was water in it that was the case 
when he received it.—Defendant then produced a bottle of 
milk from his pocket, and, in reply to questions, ascertained 
that the number was the same as witness’s sample.—Mr. 
Austin said he would now have his portion of the sample 
tested. (Laughter.)—The Chairman said defendant was 
responsible. —Defendant : Yes, I expected I should have to 
pay. (Laughter.)—The Bench imposed a fine of £1 with 
6s. costs.— Defendant : I am very much obliged, sir. (To 
Mr. Clowes): When you come again, come to me; don’t 
go “‘gabbling” to the boys. (Laughter). 

AT Crewe last week George Cope, farmer, was charged 
with selling milk adulterated with water. Inspector Timmis 
said he bought a pint of milk from the defendant’s wife for 
apenny. It contained 6 per cent. of added water.—The 
defendant’s wife said the milk was sold as mixed. She had 
only rinsed out the can with water, and if she had done 
wrong, she was sorry.—Fined £1 18s. 6d. 


THE SALE OF MARGARINE. 


A DEPUTATION, representing the provision and other 
trades from various parts of the United Kingdom, waited on 
Mr. Chaplin, at the offices of the Local Government Board, 
on April 4th, to urge the importance of not interfering with 














the conditions under which margarine is sold.—Sir J. Leng, 
M.P., who introduced the deputation, pointed out that 
during the present session petitions had been presented 
almost daily in the House of Commons in favour of an 
alteration of the Food Products Bill. These petitions 
evidently had one origin, they were in similar, if not 
identical terms, and they were from those engaged in 
agriculture. ‘They prayed that the House of Commons 
would take immediate steps to prevent the colouring of 
margarine so as to imitate butter, and the mixing of mar- 
garine with butter, and also the importation of adulterated 
butter. If there were any facts to show that the people who 
used margarine were suffering in health, they would no 
doubt have been stated, but nothing of the kind was 
alleged. It was a great advantage to the working classes 
to have a cheap and wholesome substitute for butter. 
The law relating to the sale of margarine was ample, 
if properly enforced, and it would be contrary to existing 
trade precedents to insist that margarine should be 
the one edible commodity which should be required 
by the Act of Parliament to be made unsightly or dis- 
tasteful by offensive colouring.—Mr. G. B. Dowdall 
(Manchester), Mr. J. Hamilton (Glasgow), Mr. J. Fitz- 
gerald, and Mr. G. Watson having spoken, Mr. Chaplin, in 
reply, said he had been very glad to hear the views of the 
deputation. Everything that had been put before him 


‘would be most carefully considered, but the deputation 


might rely upon this, that whatever decision was ultimately 
arrived at would be to the interests of the community at 
large, and not that of any particular trade or industry. The 
deputation thanked the right hon. gentleman and with- 
drew. 


BUTTER FROM CANADA. 


AUSTIN TRELOGGEN, of 234, Commercial Road, Ports- 
mouth, a provision merchant, was summoned for selling 
a pound of butter, adulterated with 10 per cent. of 
foreign fat—He pleaded not guilty—Mr. G. H. King 
appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Béchervaise 
defended.—Inspector H. G. Gray deposed to buying 
the butter on February 21st, being served by an assist- 
ant named Rogers, from a quantity of butter marked 
“Pure butter, 8d. per 1b.”—Mr. Béchervaise produced, for 
the defence, the invoice delivered with the butter in 
December last, on which was stamped the words, 
“Guaranteed pure butter.” He contended that this was a 
sufficient warranty under the Act, as was held in 
the case of Hawkins v. Williams in 1895.—Defendant 
was called and said that the butter (which came 
originally from Canada) remained on the slab for 
two months and three weeks since its delivery. it was not 
adulterated while there, nor altered in condition.—Mr. W. 
Higgins, formerly in defendant’s employ, declared that the 
butter was kept in the same state as received. At the 
conclusion of a long private consideration, Mr. Cousins 
announced that the Bench were satisfied with the evidence 
offered as to the identity of the butter, and as the guarantee 
was sufficient, the case for the prosecution was answered, 
and the information would be dismissed.—A second in- 
formation for the same offence, under the Margarine Act, 
was withdrawn.—An application for costs by defendant was 
not granted. 


A QUEER BUTTER CASE. 


At Kensington Petty Sessions, Richard Lewis Evans, 
649, Fulham-road, was summoned by the Fulham Vestry, 
for exposing margarine for sale by retail, without having a 
proper label attached; also for serving the article in a 
wrapper not marked “ Margarine, ” contrary to the Margarine 
Act, 1887 ; and for selling margarine as butter, contrary to 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875. 

Mr. Blanco White, the Vestry’s solicitor, supported the 
summons, and Mr. Fraser, solicitor appeared for the 
defendant. 

Inspector Manning stated that he visited the premises 
on February 6th last, and asked the defendant for half a 
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pound of butter, pointing to a sample. He was served and 
paid 5d. for it. There was no label on the article, and 
witness produced the wrapper, and the analyst’s certificate. 
While he was dividing the article, defendant stated that he 
was very sorry, but it was margarine. 

Cross-examined: He had heard of a postcard being 
sent from the Vestry offices, saying that no action would be 
~ taken with regard to the article. 

Inspector Chapman said that he was in company of last 
witness, whose evidence he corroborated. 

Dr. Jackson, the medical officer, stated that he sent a 
postcard intimating that no action would be taken, but 
subsequently, finding out his mistake, he wrote stating that 
proceedings would be taken. He could not account for the 
mistake, but did not think that the samples could have got 
mixed. 

Solicitor for defendant stated that his client had inti- 
mated that. he was prepared to take his “dying solemn 
oath” that the sample was butter. He had sent the sample 
which the inspector left to Mr. Stokes, analyst at Padding- 
ton, Bethnal Green, etc., who had reported that the article 
was pure butter. They maintained, therefore, that there 
was sufficient doubt to suggest that the samples might have 
got mixed. 

Mr. Halswell: But we have no evidence that defendant 
sent the right sample. 

Solicitor for defendant: But our analyst has written, 
stating that the sample which he received was in an unsealed 
packet bearing the Vestry’s seal. 

Defendant denied saying that the sample was margarine. 

Mr. Blanco White suggested that the case be adjourned 
for the third sample to be sent to Somerset House, and 
defendant wished for the opportunity of having expert 
evidence. 

The case was, therefore, adjourned. 

With regard to the second occasion, Inspector Chapman 
stated that on March 7th he went to the shop and asked 
for half a pound of butter, and when defendant recognised 
him he said, “I have no butter.” Witness asked for half a 
pound from a certain tub, on which there was no label 
indicating the contents to be margarine. Defendant served 
him, saying it was margarine, but the wrapper did not bear 
the word “ Margarine.” 

Defendant absolutely denied the evidence of the 
inspector. 

Mr. Bird: We believe the inspector, and defendant will 
be fined tos. 

AT Manchester, on April 7th, Emma Bolton, of Peacock 
Street, Gorton, was summoned for selling unlabelled 
margarine. Inspector Parkinson, of the Royal Agricultural 
Society (who act in conjunction with the County Council) 
visited the defendant’s shop and purchased three-quarters 
of a pound of what was apparently butter, paying ninepence. 
Whilst the defendant was weighing the article she stated that 
it was a mixture. It was served in plain paper, and had no 
label on it. The defendant, who pleaded that she paid 
tenpence per pound for the mixture and. did not know she 





had to label it, was fined five shillings and costs, the mini- — 
mum penalty. 

Emma J. Massey, also of Gorton, was ordered to pay 
the costs for a similar offence. The defence was that there 
had been a label near the dish containing the margarine, 
but it had fallen down. The Stipendiary remarked that he 
did not think there was any intention to defraud. . 

AT Longton, the Midland Stores (Limited), Fenton, 
Henry Rimbault, the Fenton Manager, and Herbert Ban- 
ham, an assistant, were charged with exposing for sale 
margarine which was not marked as required by the Act. - 
Mr. Knight, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
prosecuted, and Mr. F. W. Beck, of London, was for the 
defence. It was admitted that a reserve supply of mar- 
garine, uncut and wrapped in muslin, was on a shelf in the 
shop near some butter, marked “pure butter,” but 
separated from it by a partition. For the defence, evidence 
was called to show that the company took every precaution 
to prevent infringements of the Act, and the margarine in 
question, it was stated, had only been placed there a few 
minutes before the Inspector’s assistant went into the shop. 
The summons against the company was dismissed and the 
other defendants were fined £5 and costs each.—Levi 
Woolridge, provision dealer, of Fenton, was fined £5 and 
costs for a similar offence. It was stated that the case 
arose through the thoughtlessness' of an assistant. 

Davip Daviss, 482, Harrow Road, W., appeared before 
Mr, Lane, Q.C., at Marylebone Police-court on April 7th, 
to answer two summonses charging him with selling to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, butter adulterated with 75 per 
cent. of margarine, and selling margarine by retail in a 
wrapper upon which was not printed the word “ margarine.” 
—The prosecution was instituted at the instance of the 
Butter Association, one of whose officers purchased the 
butter, for which he paid at the rate of 1s. perlb. The 
defendant was said to carry on a large business.—The 
offences were admitted by the defendant, who urged in 
mitigation that at the present time butter was very dear, 
and not being able to buy any at the price, he sold the 
margarine as butter. This was his first offence.—Mr. 
Lane said he never before heard such a simple explanation 
or such a frank confession. The defendant could not buy 
butter at a price at which he could make a profit, so he 
cheated his customers. He fined the defendant 45, with 


| two guineas costs, on the first summons, and £43, with 2s. 


costs, on the second. 

At Sheffield, Mary Elizabeth Heeley, grocer and pro- 
vision dealer, Burns Road, Crookes, was summoned for 
having sold adulterated butter.—Mr. Collingwood (from the 
Town Clerk’s office) prosecuted, and said on Monday, 
February 28th, Inspector Duro visited the defendant’s shop 
and purchased a pound of butter. The defendant served 
him, and said, “ You are a stranger in this part, are you 
not?” to which the Inspector replied in the affirmative. 
The butter which the Inspector bought was divided 
into three parts, and one part was sent- to the public 
analyst, who gave a certificate saying that the sample 
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consisted of margarine, as defined by the Act, 
and that it contained only a_ small proportion of 
real butter.—For the defence, Mr. Neal said the shop 
belonged to the defendant’s husband. ‘The defendant 
got all the butter she sold from a Mr. Plant, and 
_ paid 1s. a pound for it. She did not deal in margarine at 
all, and thought what she sold to the Inspector was pure 
butter, as she had bought it as such.—Arnold Plant, who 
is at present managing the business of H. R. Plant, grocer 
and provision dealer, of 3, Netherthorpe Place, said Mrs. 
_ Heeley had traded with the firm some time. She always 
purchased butter, and never bought margarine. A mistake 
on the part of one of the assistants was the cause of the 
defendant being summoned. The defendant ordered a 
quantity of butter, and this order, along with others, was 
made up by the assistant. Witness checked the weight of 
each parcel. ‘The assistant must have delivered the wrong 
parcel to the defendant.—The Stipendiary : Then it seems 
_ to be acase of gross carelessness on the part of Plant.— Mr. 
Neal said this was so.—The Stipendiary supposed that he 
would recompense Mrs. Heeley for causing her to suffer.— 
_ Mr. Neal said he did not think so, as the firm was under a 
_ deed of assignment.—A fine of 40s. and costs was imposed. 


IMPORTANT BUTTER WARRANTY CASE. 


_ At Manchester, Paul Webster, dairyman, Prestwich, 
was summoned for selling adulterated butter. Mr. Hockin 
appeared in support of the information. He stated that 
Inspector Parkinson, of the Royal Lancashire Agricultural 
Society, called at the defendant’s shop and purchased {lb. of 
butter. He intimated that the butter was for analysis, and 
the defendant, who then entered the shop, said that if any- 
thing was wrong it would be the fault of the wholesale 
dealer, who had undertaken to give him a warranty. The 
defendant did not then produce a warranty. When 
analysed the butter was found to contain 11 per cent. of 
_ water and 4o per cent. of fats other than butter. The 
_ defendant had since notified the Inspector that he held a 
’ warranty from the wholesale dealer, and if that was so, 
and it could be proved to have been in existence 
at the time of the purchase, it would be a valid defence. 
He (Mr. Hockin) would point out that the warranty 
must be proved to the satisfaction of the justices.—The 
Inspector, in the course of his evidence, said the defendant 
told him that the wholesale dealer had promised, if any- 
thing was wrong with the butter, that he would pay the fine 
and costs. Defendant also said he had been promised a 
warranty for all the butter he had had from the 
21st February to the present time. He (defendant) added 
that he would rather lose £5,000 than have any trouble, 
because he did business “with all the best people in the 
neighbourhood.”—Mr. Buckley, who defended, said that 
about a fortnight ago the defendant was fined 4os. ,and 
costs for a similar offence. In that case the butter was pur- 
chased from Messrs. E. Pleasance and Co., of Cheetham 
Hill. On the 3rd March he (defendant) again called at the 
establishment of Messrs. Pleasance and asked for pure 
butter. He purchased a quantity, which he took to his 
shop. About two hours afterwards the Inspector came in 
and took the sample. Next day defendant received the 
invoice—which was for “ 2glb. p.p. butter, A1 11s. 6d.” The 
defendant noticed that it did not bear the words 
“suaranteed pure,” and in consequence of this he went to 
see Messrs. Pleasance. The words were then written on the 
wrapper. He (Mr. Buckley) contended that the invoice 
should be read as though given at the time the butter was 
bought. The letters “p.p.” meant that the butter was 
absolutely pure.—Mr. Yates: ‘“P” means pure? What 
does the other “p” mean?—Mr. Buckley: A kind of 
double superlative—to make it purer still.—(Laughter.)— 
Mr. Yates: “ Pretty pure,” or “ partly pure” p—(Renewed 
laughter.) One of my colleagues suggests “ perfectly pure.” 
—Mr. Buckley: That is it—Mr. Webster said he received 
the invoice the following morning.—By Mr. Hockin: He did 
not receive the invoice until after the Inspector’s visit.— Mr. 
Yates said it was practically a new question, and an important 
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one. They were satisfiedthat the defendant had sold the butter 
in the same state as he received it, and he had no reason to 
suppose that it was otherwise than pure. Another question 
was whether the invoice was a written warranty in com- 
pliance with the Act. Of that he thought there was no 
doubt, because the letters “ p.p.” meant pure butter, and 
he could not see that there was any particular merit in the 
word “guaranteed” more than anything else. Another 
question was, Did the defendant receive a warranty when 
he purchased the butter? That he had not a written one 
at the time when he took the butter away was clear ; 
but then, was a purchaser to take away with him, before 
he left the premises of the wholesale dealer, a warranty? 
It was true that a promise was made, and that a written 
warranty was forwarded by post, and, that being so, he 
would advise the Bench, if such was proved to their satis- 
faction, that the warranty was given at the time of the 
purchase. That might stretch the Act, but it was the 
ordinary course of business, and in many cases it would be 
impossible to carry on business otherwise. That was a 
common-sense view of the matter, and made responsible the 
wholesale dealer.—Mr. Langdon, who watched the case on 
behalf of Messrs. Pleasance, said his clients held an invoice 
and warranty from the people they had the butter from.— 
A summons against Messrs. Pleasance was granted. 


COFFEE. 


At Sheffield, on April 1st, before the Stipendiary (Mr. 
E. M. E. Welby), Messrs. Burgon and Company, of No. 
136, Carver Street, grocers, were summoned for having sold 
adulterated coffee. Mr. Collingwood (from the Town 
Clerk’s office) prosecuted, and Mr. W. E. Clegg (instructed 
by the Grocers’ Association) was for the defendants. 

Mr. Collingwood said on February 16th Inspector 
Duro visited the defendants’ shop in plain clothes and 
asked an assistant for half a pound of coffee. Theassistant 
asked what price, and afterwards stated in reply to the in- 
spector that they had coffee at 1s., rs.¢4d., and rs. 8d. per 
lb. The inspector said he would take half a pound of the 
1s. coffee, and the assistant wrapped this first in a sheet 
of coloured paper bearing some print, and afterwards in a 
piece of plain brown paper. ‘The inspector then paid for it 
and told the assistant he should have it analysed, and 
divided it into three parts. In the first paper in which 
the coffee was wrapped was a picture of an Indian chiet’s 
daughter, and amongst other words were the following : 
“This is sold as a mixture of coffee and chicory.” The 
name of the firm in larger type followed. The Inspector 
did not see these words until the parcel was unwrapped. 
Mr. Collingwood urged that under these circumstances a 
trick had been practised upon the purchaser, who did not 
know there was anything on the label referring to the 
contents. The coffee on analysis was proved to contain 
of coffee not more than 60 per cent., and of chicory not 
less than 4o per cent. The Inspector asked for coffee, and 
this could be sold in a pure state at 1s. per lb. 

Inspector Duro was called, and bore out this statement, 
and, in reply to Mr. Clegg, said the outer wrapper was 
apparently simply for the purpose of protecting the inner 
wrapper. There was nothing to prevent him asking to look 
at the label. The defendant told him it was a mixture 
when he said it would be sent to the analyst. \ 

For the defendants, Mr. Clegg said although the Health 
Committe had known that coffee was sold mixed with 
chicory for a number of years, and although on one or two 
occasions they had plucked up courage to take proceedings 
against persons, they had never plucked up courage, when 
the facts had been laid prominently before them, to go 
before the Court and get a decision in reference to a par- 
ticular case. It was a remarkable fact, too, that in 
1893 the defendants were summoned under a similar 
section, but the case was withdrawn before it was taken 
into Court. He thought the Health Committee had 
taken an unwise course in instituting these proceedings, 
as the case was absolutely covered by authority, and 
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there could be no conviction. 
Corporation, through the Health Committee, should go into 
a public court for the deliberate purpose of getting a smack 
in the face it was difficult to understand. What the object 
was he could not ascertain, It was a serious thing for the 
defendants, who were dragged into the Court without cause 
or reason, and it was a serious allegation to say that fraud 
was intended on the part of the defendants, who were a 
most respectable firm of thirty years’ standing. The chicory 
was not inserted for the purpose of fraud, but merely 
because coffee alone was not palatable, and _ cus- 
tomers when asking for coffee knew in most cases that 
they were getting a mixture of coffee and chicory. 
This custom of mixing was almost universal, and if a 
customer wanted pure coffee he asked for it. If grocers 
sold pure coffee at 1s. a pound their trade would be ruined 
in a short time, so no injury whatever was done to the 
public by mixing chicory with it The second paper in 
which the coftee was wrapped was put round simply for the 
purpose of protection, and not to conceal anything. Mr. 
Clegg proceeded at length to quote several cases of a similar 
character, and argued that there was no case against the 
defendants. 

The Stipendiary said chicory was as distinct an article 
as sawdust, and if sawdust had been mixed with the coffee 
it would have been fraudulent. 

Mr. Clegg said chicory was not injurious to health, and 
was not added to increase the bulk, weight or measure. 

One of the defendants, Mr. Charles Burgon, was called, 
and said the firm had six shops in the city, and he had been 
in the business thirty-four years. He had been in the habit 
of mixing coffee and chicory for business purposes. ‘This 
was done to improve the coffee and not with the intention 
of fraud. They would make quite as much profit, if not 
more, by selling pure coffee; but it would be an inferior 
drink. To add 4o per cent. of chicory was not un- 
reasonable. 

In reply to Mr. Collingwood, witness said if a customer 
asked for a lb. of coffee at 1s. 8d. he should serve coffee and 
chicory unless he had a suspicion that pure coffee was 
required. It was the universal practice of grocers to sell 
the mixture when coffee was asked for. 

Mr. Joseph Goodall (chairman of the Grocers’ Associ- 
ation), wholesale coffee dealer, said he had been in business 
42 years. He gave similar evidence to that of the 
defendant, and added that he preferred to give his customers 
half chicory and half coffee. Chicory might be introduced 
in some cases for the purpose of fraud, but there was no 
fraud if the coffee was of good quality. 

Mr. Joseph Staniforth, grocer and wholesale coffee 
dealer, West Street, who has been in business 35 years, 
also gave evidence as to the advisability of mixing chicory 
with coffee. 

Mr. W. Nuttall, who has been 20 years in the business, 
said he preferred to have half chicory and half coffee. 
It was better suited to the taste. For 1s. a pound the 
public did not expect to get pure coffee. 

Mr. Collingwood having replied on the law, 

The Stipendiary said the case was surrounded with 
difficulties. It was, in his opinion, sufficient prejudice to 
the purchaser not to get what he asked for, although he got 
something which was even superior in the opinion of other 
people. In this case the inspector asked for coffee, and 
was supplied with a mixture, and it did not follow that 
every person wanted coffee and chicory when they asked 
for coffee. There could be no question that, although at 
the price of 1s. per pound, the quality of the mixture 
might be at least as good, if not superior, to what 
pure coffee would be at the same price, yet when 
a person asked for a thing he ought to get 
not only the quality, but the nature and substance, and 
it could not be contended that chicory was either of the 
nature or substance of coffee, any more than it was sawdust. 
Hence, in the present case, the defendant did not supply 
what was asked for in nature and substance. There was a 
label on one of the papers in which the coffee was wrapped, 
but it was not one that could be commended, and there 
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was not sufficient notice given as to the stuff sold being a 
mixture. If wrappers were to be used with other wrappers 
over them the thing would become a farce. In addition, — 
therefore, to the labels, there should be something more 
than that which passed between the person serving the — 
coffee and the customer in the present case. The defen- — 
dants would be fined £1 and costs. . 

Mr. Clegg gave notice of appeal. 

At Bristol, Clara Cummins, who did not appear, was — 
summoned for selling adulterated coffee. Mr. Turner 
prosecuted, and Mr. H. Holmes Gore (Holmes Gore and ~ 
Watson) was for the defendant. Mr. Turner stated that 
the defendant kept a general shop at 20, Deacon Street, 
Dean Lane. On March rath the inspector, Mr. Simpson, - 
sent a woman named Mary Hope into the shop for half-a- 
pound of coffee. She was served with what appeared to be 
coffee, for which she paid 8d., or 1s. 4d. per lb, The 
defendant subsequently told Simpson that if he had 
come into the shop she would have recognised him. — 
The coffee was shown by analysis to contain 80 
per cent. of chicory. Mary Cole and Frederick William 
Simpson, the inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, bore 
out that statement. Mr. Gore pleaded guilty for his client, 
and said that if the woman Hope had asked for pure coffee 
she would have been told that that supplied was a mixture. 
The defendant did not have pure coffee in the shop at all. 
She had not adulterated anything she had purchased ; and 
not having any half-pound tins, she was obliged to sell the 
coffee in paper bags. She could not have chicory coffee 
printed on the bags, as she could not afford to have her 
name printed there. A fine of tos. and costs was inflicted. 


ICE CREAM. 


At Southwark on April 6th, Mr. Fenwick resumed the 
hearing of the summonses against Pantaleoni Manze, of 
Bermondsey Street, issued by the St. Olave District Board 
of Works, for mixing a certain ingredient with ice-cream, 
thereby rendering it injurious to health, and with selling 
such “cream” mixed with a material containing injurious 
ingredients.--Mr. J. F. Butler, barrister, prosecuted, and 
Mr. Philcox defended.—Mr. T. Ashdown, sanitary inspector, 
said he bought 6d. worth of “ cream” from a barrow in Maze 
Pond, opposite a girls’ school. The vendor was in the employ 
of the defendant.—Francis Linn, an Italian, said the defen- 
dant paid him 15s. a week, with board and lodging, for 
selling ice-cream, which the defendant made _ himself. 
He sold the “cream” to the inspector.—Dr. Stevenson, 
head physcian of Guy’s Hospital, said he had made an 
analysis, and found the “cream” contained 84.38 per cent. 
of water. It contained 4,186 organisms per cubic centi- 
métre, including three of the bacillus cold communis. It 
was composed of milk, starch, sugar, lemon flavouring, and 
broken ice. Dirty ice and dirty milk would account for a 
large number of the organisms, and the cof communis might 
be the result of the “cream” being made in a dirty place 
and by dirty people-—Dr. Walter C. Pakes, called in 
support of Dr. Stevenson’s statement, said he could not say 
that the organisms were injurious to health.— For the defence 
it was urged that the day was windy and a large number of 
bacteria no doubt got blown into the ice-cream. The 
mixture was made with the ordinary ingredients and in the 
ordinary way.—The defendant said he made this lemon 
cream in a tin saucepan. It consisted of one pint of milk 
to six quarts of water, and sugar and lemons. All the 
vessels used were clean.—Mr. Fenwick said it was most 
desirable that it should be widely known among vendors of 
this ice-cream that the greatest care and precaution should 
be taken in the preparation of the materials, to see that the 
water and vessels were perfectly clean.—The case was 


adjourned, Mr. Fenwick stating that he would consider his 
decision. 


LORD CREWE AND THE MILK TRADE. 


A MEETING of representatives of the Cheshire Chamber 
of Agriculture, the Chester Farmers’ Club, the Nantwich 
Farmers’ Club, the Crewe Estate Agricultural Society, the 
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Mid-Cheshire Farmers’ Association, the Macclesfield 
Shamber of Agriculture, the Whitchurch Dairy Farmers’ 
Association, and other agricultural bodies, was held at the 
Crewe Arms Hotel, Crewe, on April 11th, the Earl of 
rewe presiding, to arrange for the formation of an 
association for the whole county for the protection of 
the interests of those engaged in the milk supply 
to the large towns.— On the motion of Mr. J. 
Sadler, a petition was signed in favour of an 
amendment of the existing law with regard to the 
adulteration of dairy produce, providing for the greater 
protection of the public—The Earl of Crewe said the 
meeting had been called to consider the question of the 
milk supply, and to form an association for the protection 
of the interests of those engaged in that supply. Their 
object was not in any way to force up the price of milk to 
an artificial degree ; that was not their desire ; it was rather 
to attempt to make regulations as to the price of milk, so 
that great quantities of milk should not be thrown upon 
the market at absurdly low prices. The object was to 
bring those engaged in the milk supply into organisa- 
tion for trade purposes. They had recently a con- 
ference with a number of gentlemen from Derbyshire, 
who laid before them what had been done by the farmers 
of that county. Their system appeared to be that a 
standard price was fixed for milk, and that where a milk 
seller who was on the list of the association was able to 
prove that he had not been able to get the standard price 
for the milk which he wished to sell, he received in money 
the difference from the association. ‘That appeared to have 
been tried with considerable success. But it seemed to be 
the opinion of everybody at that conference who represented 
Cheshire that such a system for the county of Cheshire 
would not work, and mainly for this reason—that, while 
in Derbyshire everybody who kept cows was defined 
to be a milk seller and eligible for membership of the 
association, in Cheshire, where cheese and butter were made, 
they had two separate industries. Cheese making and milk 
selling were two separate trades, and these were interlaced. At 
one time of the year their farmers sold their milk, at another 
time they made cheese, and thus there might be a difficulty 
in satisfactorily settling whether such a farmer was a 
milk seller or a cheese maker. He thought the 
‘unanimous opinion of the conference was that that 
system would not, on the whole, commend itself 
to Cheshire. It had been suggested that there should 
be a central depot to which milk could be sent 
in large quantities and sterilised and sent to the market as 
required, and not thrown on the market in large quantities 
__ as at present, when sometimes they were forced to sell it at 

very low prices indeed. The question had been very much 
_ before the public lately as to how far some action of that 
_ kind might help them in the face of the difficulty raised by 
_ the prevalence of tuberculosis in cattle, because, as they 
_ knew, sterilised milk could be sold and consumed without 
_ any danger. Those, however, were questions for considera- 
tion. Their object was to harmonise the whole of the 
agricultural bodies of the county into one, and thus consoli- 

date the position of the trade. Whether, after combining 
_ in Cheshire, they should also combine with other counties in 
_ regard to the milk supply, was a question for future con- 
_ sideration.—On the motion of Mr. J. Emberton, seconded 
_ by Mr. T. Parton, it was decided to form an association for 
_ the county of Cheshire, to be called the “ Cheshire Milk 
_ Producers’ Association,” and the boundaries were fixed to 
overlap for a few miles the counties of Derbyshire, Shrop- 

shire, also a portion of North Wales, and the area covered 
_ by the Chester and Whitchurch Farmers’ Club and the 
_ East Cheshire and Derbyshire Dairy Farmers’ Association. 
_ The details were left to a committee to arrange. 


A LICENSED VICTUALLER’S DILEMMA. 
A Harp CASE, 


At Brentford, on April 4th, William Henry Beauchamp, 
_ of 29, Stanley Gardens, Acton, late manager of the White 
_ Hart Hotel, Acton, appeared to a summons charging him 
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with having committed perjury on March roth, in a case 
in which the landlord of the house, Mr. Blanchard, was 
fined for selling adulterated Irish whisky.—The case raised 
a somewhat important issue. The landlord’s license having 
been endorsed, he has made application to the Bench, and 
also appealed to quarter sessions, to reconsider the decision 
on the ground that he knew nothing of the proceedings, 
and the Bench directed the present proceedings in order 
to judge of the attitude they should take with regard to 
the landlord’s further proceedings.—Mr. C. Robinson, 
in opening the case, explained that Mr. Blanchard did not 
live at Acton, but the defendant managed the house. When 
the adulteration case was heard, the defendant appeared 
and stated that Mr. Blanchard was “ill in bed, and that he 
attended by his (Mr. Blanchard’s) authority.” This was the 
perjury complained of; and it was argued that it was 
material to the matter at issue, and was calculated to mis- 
lead the Court in its proceedings and its judgment. It was 
upon that statement of the defendant’s that the Court 
heard the case, whereas, if the truth had been told, a 
greatly different course would have been adopted, inas- 
much as Mr. Blanchard would have been proved to have 
known nothing of the proceedings being commenced. The 
first Mr. Blanchard heard of the judgment of the court was 
over a dinner-table at the Hotel Cecil, when he was chaffed 
about his Irish whisky. The next morning he went to 
Acton and saw the defendant, who admitted he was fined, 
that the licence had been endorsed, and that he had paid 
the fine, hoping nothing about it would reach Mr. Blanchard. 
He was at once dismissed, and his keys were ordered to 
be given up. Then it appeared that there was no money 
in the till, instead of, as there should have been, £20, 
and the defendant admitted that he had been increasing 
the bulk of whisky in order to make his accounts come 
right by increasing the profit on the sale of the spirit.— 
Inspector Tyler, who conducted the adulteration case, 
and Mr. C. Robinson, who defended the case, gave evidence 
bearing out the opening statement.—Mr. Dowton Blan- 
chard of the ‘“ Wellington Arms,” Shepherd’s Bush, and 
the “White Hart,” Acton, said that he was at the latter 
house on the oth and roth of March, and in the best of 
health, and the defendant made no communication to him 
on the adulteration case which was to be heard on the roth 
of that month. The first he heard of the case was early on 
the morning of the 11th, and he then proceeded to bear 
out the remainder of the opening statement.—The Chair- 
man: Have you given him authority to appear to a 
summons? —I have never been summoned. — The 
Chairman: Is it the custom of the trade >—No.—The 
Chairman: And you are aggrieved inasmuch as you 
did not defend yourself?—Yes. If I had attended and 
given the explanation which was true the Court would not 
have been so hard upon me as to fine me and endorse my 
licence. I complain that it was hard to endorse it for 
something I have not been guilty of.—Mr. Robinson: And 
but for the defendant’s evidence the Court would not have 
heard the case, and my client could have defended himself. 
—Mr. Charles Best, of the Dover Castle Hotel, Westminster 
Bridge Road, and Charles Gibbons, coachman to Mr. 
Blanchard, gave evidence of seeing the last-named several 
times on the roth ult., and he was in good health.—The 
defendant, who asked no questions of the witnesses, was 
committed for trial to the Central Criminal Court, bail 
being allowed.—With regard to the appeal to quarter 
sessions, the Chairman said that the justices would advise 
the Court to allow the appeal so far as related to the 
endorsement of the licence. 


HERBERT SPENCER ON VEGETARIANISM. 


CERTAIN persons claim that Herbert Spencer is a vege- 
tarian, but it is stated that one day Mr. Herbert Spencer 
found himself in company with an ardent vegetarian, who 
at last anxiously asked him if he were of that “hygienic 
persuasion.” Mr. Spencer replied, “‘ Yes; I was a vege- 
tarian for a year.” Delighted, his interlocutor now demanded 
if he had maintained the vegetarian rég7#e—and surmised 
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that in any case he had found immense benefit from it, 
particularly mentally. ‘At the end of that year,” went on 
Mr. Spencer in his dry voice, “I read over all that I had 
written during the period, and forthwith consigned it 77 toto 
to the fire.” 


PREPARING WHISKY FOR A FAIR. 


DistricT-INSPECTOR BALL, of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, stationed at Tralee, gave some startling evidence 
before the Royal Commission, presided over by Lord Peel. 
He ascribed the preference now shown for porter as 
compared with whisky, not only in his own district, but in 
many other parts of Ireland, to the fact that the spirit was 
adulterated in some way which at present could not be 
detected. He had often seen men in a state of intoxication 
bordering on madness, which could not have been produced 
if the whisky had not been adulterated. Men drunk over- 
night had not thezleast idea in the morning what they had 
done, and expressed the greatest astonishment and regret 
when told. He produced a recipe for making “ whisky,” 
which he obtained under somewhat peculiar circumstances. 
Upon the occasion of a large fair, which was attended by 
all the people from the countryside around, who made it 
the occasion for a holiday, a publican in the place happened 
to be in gaol awaiting his trial on a charge of man- 
slaughter. The son, a farmer in the neighbourhood, visited 
his father in gaol for the express purpose of obtaining the 
recipe for preparing the whisky ready for the fair. The recipe, 
which fell into the hands of the police, was as follows: 
‘Two gallons of new whisky, one gallon of rum, half a 
gallon of methylated spirits, four gallons of water, and one 
drachm sulphate of copper.” He could not say what would 
be the effect of drinking such a composition, especially the 
sulphate of copper, which was poison. All he knew was 
that he would not care to imbibe it himself. (Laughter.) 
Witness also gave an instance in which another publican 
had been overheard to say, “If you mix a little soap and 
water with flat porter you can soon work it up and put 
a head on it.” The offences which came under the notice 
of the public were principally offences against the Sunday 
Closing Act, and as the result of the illicit traffic in drink 
which was carried on on Sunday that day was the most 
profitable of the whole week to publicans. Wayside public- 
houses were merely traps in which to catch half-drunken 
men coming home from markets and fairs, and tied houses 
were most ©bjectionable. 


GERMANY AND QUACK NOSTRUMS. 


It is forbidden to sell “secret remedies” in Germany, 
and the Ministry of Commerce and. Industry has just 
announced for the guidance of the Courts what is meant 
by a secret remedy. This will remove, says the Berlin 
correspondent of Ze Medical News, the last loophole of 
the patent-medicine people, for, taking advantage of dis- 
cordant legal decisions, they had been able to keep certain 
preparations on the market. All remedies not sold under a 
prescription from a doctor must have the formula of its 
contents printed on the label. ‘This formula (and here is 
where the new instructions define the law) must be written 
not in Latin, but, when possible, in the vernacular. It must 
be intelligible not only for a doctor or pharmacist, but for 
any one who wishes to buy, and it must be sufficient to 
enable a buyer to decide whether the ingredients contained 
therein are such as may be reasonably expected to give 
relief, and whether he is paying a not unreasonable price 
for the amounts of the different drugs which are being 
bought. 

As the merit of the invention (if there is any) is the 
method of composition of the remedy, this need not be 
given if there is a real discovery in it, so that the inventor 
does not lose the benefit of his idea. This decision would 
strike one as a thoroughly common-sense way of dealing 
with a difficult question and one calculated to eradicate 
the immense swindle patent medicines usually involve. 
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TEA POISONING. 


Dr. Woon, a New York physician, says tea-poisoning is 
responsible for half the headaches and a large proportion of 
all cases of despondency, palpitation of the heart, giddiness, 
and allied symptoms. The essential oil of tea, which gives 
out its peculiar aroma, is, according to Dr. Wood, a power- 
ful poison. Its injurious effects are so well recognised by 
the natives of China that they do not use tea until it is a 
year old, thus allowing this deleterious substance to escape. 
Green tea contains more of the essential oil than black tea, 
which accounts for the fact that it is more productive of 
nervousness. 


THE PERFECT MOUTH-WASH. 


A THOROUGHLY antiseptic mouth-wash is almost impossi- 
ble for several reasons, which a writer in the American 
Journal of Dental Siencec (Ch. and Dr.) puts thus: (1) Owing 
to dilution with saliva, any drugs sufficiently powerful to 
destroy germs are rendered almost, if not entirely, inert; (2) 
the short time of exposure while rinsing the mouth is insuffi- 
cient for antiseptics of slow action, especially when particles 
of solid food are impacted in the teeth; (3) danger of 
injurious effects on the tooth-structure; (4) unpleasant 
tastes are objectionable. Soap, applied witha brush, is one 
of the best cleaners, because its alkali dissolves the mucus. 
The following is a good preparation : 


Listerine 3 OZ, 
Glycerine: ta. 3 02. 
Carbolic Acid 2 dr. 


Dilute one-half teaspoonful in one-third glass of water. 
Hold in the mouth and continue the cleansing process 
carefully by the watch for at least two minutes. This is 
effective, agreeable to most persons, and valuable by reason 
of its simplicity, as patients can safely vary the strength in 
using it from time to time, as the condition may seem to 
acquire. 





AN EAST INDIAN SUBSTITUTE FOR FOOD-GRAINS. 


Durinc the past year there has been a scarcity of the 


common food-grains in India, the deficiency being made 
up by large supplies of a substitute known as Koda Millet 
(Paspalum scrobiculatum Lin.). Many well ascertained 
cases of poisoning from the diseased or improperly pre- 
pared Koda millet have been brought to light. Mr. A. E. 
Grant, of the Hygiene Laboratory, Medical College, Madras, 
India, who has not the time at his disposal to conduct a 
chemico-biological investigation to discover the nature of 
the poison, has samples of the grain husked and unhusked, 
from different localities, and will furnish any one who is 
willing to undertake the investigation and carry it through 
to completion with a supply of the grain, and with the 
necessary references to the literature of the subject. 


ETHER-DRINKING. 


ETHER-DRINKING, which threatened some yearsago to play 
havoc among the Irish poor, has broken out ir, East Prussia 
with great virulence. According to Dr. Sohn, a medical 
official in that province, men, women, and children indulge 
so freely in the pernicious habit that the markets reek with 
the mawkish fumes of the drug, and the schools strive 
against it in vain. ‘The Lithuanian peasants are the chief 
victims, and their favourite tipple, known as ‘ Schwefe- 
lather,” and consisting of ether and spirits of wine, may be 
bought freely in grocers’ shops. Dr. Sohn attributes the 
spread of the practice to the imposition in 1887 of a duty 
on corn-brandy, which costs about 8d. a quart, whereas 
ether, being untaxed, can be purchased for sixpence. The 
local authorities have prohibited the sale of the noxious 
stuff, save by apothecaries and under medical authority ; 
but it is anticipated that strong measures will have to be 
taken by the Government to stamp out the evil. 


— 


April 16, 1898. 


nh et, een 






i. eo > im» < @ oll “* 
vee SAR ws os ie . ~* 


April 23, 1898. 
COLEMAN’s 
_ “WINCARNIS” 
LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 


IS THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 
CVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 
Have been received from Medical Men. 
SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 


Have been awarded. 
Sold in Boitles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 





Bole Manufacturers : 


COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
A 2%. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps 
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Foop AND SANITATION will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates :— 


Three months 1/8 
Six ~ 3/3 
Twelve ,, 6/6 


Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, Neva Grange 


_Loats-road, London, S,W., to whom all communications for the 
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Bound volumes of Vol. I, II., III., V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
row London, E.C, Price 5/- each. 


Binding Cases for Foop AND Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each. 
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ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) BILL. 


THE following is the full text of the Adulteration (Food 
Products) Bill, brought in by Mr. Kearley : 

1. From the commencement of this Act, the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act Amendment Act, 1879, and the Margarine Act, 1887, 
shall be repealed, except in regard to any appointment 
made under them and not then determined, and in regard 
to any offence committed against them, or any prosecution 
or other act commenced and not concluded or completed, 
and any payment of money then due in respect of any pro- 
vision thereof. 

2. The term “food” shall include every article used for 


_ food or drink by man, other than drugs or water, and any 


article intended to enter into or be used in the preparation 
of human food and flavouring matters and condiments. 
The term “drug” shall mean any substance—vegetable, 
animal, or mineral—used in the composition or preparation 
of medicines, whether for external or internal use. The 
word “butter” shall mean the substance usually known as 
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butter, made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with 
or without salt or other preservative, and with or without the 
addition of colouring matter. The word “margarine” shall 
mean all substances, whether compounds or otherwise, pre- 
pared in imitation of butter, and whether mixed with butter 
or not, etc. 

3. Every person charged with an offence under this Act 
shall be liable, on summary conviction for a first offence, te 
a penalty not exceeding twenty pounds; for a second 
offence, committed within two years of the previous offence, 
to a penalty of not less than five pounds and not exceeding 
fifty pounds ; and for a third or subsequent offence, com- 
mitted within two years of the second or later previous 
offence, to a penalty of not less than twenty pounds and 
not exceeding one hundred pounds, or, in the discretion of 
the Justice hearing the case, to imprisonment with or 
without hard labour for a period not exceeding three 
calendar months. 

4. Where any person is convicted of a second or any 
subsequent offence against this Act, the Court or Justices 
before whom such person is convicted may, in addition te 
any penalty inflicted under the preceding section, order that 
a notice of the facts be affixed in such form and manner 
and for such period, not exceeding twenty-one days, as the 
Court may order, to any premises occupied by that person, 
and that such facts be published by advertisement in such 
newspapers as the Court may order, and that the person so 
convicted do pay the cost of such affixing and advertise- 
ment; and if any person obstructs the affixing of such 
notice, or removes, defaces, or conceals the notice while 
affixed during the said period, he shall be guilty of an 
offence under this Act ; but, unless such notice or adver- 
tisement be ordered by the Court, no prosecutor or local 
authority shall advertise or give notice of the conviction of 
any person under this Act. 


DESCRIPTION OF OFFENCES. 


5. Any person who shall mix, colour, stain, or powder, 
or order or permit any other person to mix, colour, stain, or 


powder any article of food with any ingredient or material . 


so as to render the article dangerous or injurious to health, 
with intent that the same may be sold in that state, and 
any person who shall sell any such article so mixed, 
coloured, stained, or powdered, shall be guilty of an offence 
under this Act. 

6. Any person who shall, except for the purpose of 
making any compounded drug, mix, colour, stain, or powder, 
or order or permit any other person to mix, colour, stain, or 
powder any drug with any ingredient or material so as to 
affect injuriously the quality or potency of such drug, with 
intent that the same may be sold in that state, and any 
person who shall sell any such drug so mixed, coloured, 
stained, or powdered, shall be guilty of an offence under 
this Act. 

7. Any person who shall sell to the prejudice of the 
purchaser any article of food, or any drug which is not of 
the nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded 
by such purchaser, shall be guilty of an offence under this 
Act. Provided that it shall not be a good defence to any 
prosecution under this section to allege that the purchaser, 
having bought only for analysis, was not prejudiced by such 
sale ; neither shall it be a good defence to prove that the 
article of food or drug in question, though defective in 
nature, or in substance, or in quality, was not defective in 
all three respects. Provided further that an offence shall 
not be deemed to be committed under this section in the 
following cases, that is to say :—(1) Where any matter or 
ingredient not injurious to health has been added to the 
food or drug because the same is required for the produc- 
tion or preparation thereof as an article of commerce in a 
state fit for carriage or consumption, and not fraudulently te 
increase the bulk, weight or measure of the food or drug, or 
conceal the inferior quality thereof; (2) where a food or a 
drug is a proprietary medicine, or is subject to a patent in 
force, and is supplied in the state required by the specifica- 
tion of the patent; (3) where the food or drug is com- 
pounded as in this Act mentioned ; (4) where the food or 
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drug is unavoidably mixed with some extraneous matter in 
the process of collection or preparation. 

8. Any person who shall sell any compounded aiticle 
of food, or compounded drug, which is not composed of 
ingredients in accordance with the demand of the purchaser, 
shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. 

g. Any person who shall, with the intent that the same 
may be sold in its altered state without notice, abstract 
from an article of food ora drug any part of it, so as to 
affect injuriously its quality, substance, or nature, and any 
person who shall sell any article so altered without making 
disclosure of the alteration, shall be guilty of an offence 
under this Act. 

to, Offence of having an adulterated article in posses- 
sion. 

11. Where a sample of any article has been seized or 
procured at a port of entry, and upon examination proves 
to be so mixed, adulterated, altered, or impoverished that 
its sale by retail without notice would constitute an offence 
under this Act, such article is prohibited to be imported 
into the United Kingdom as if the same were included in 
the table of prohibitions contained in section forty-two of 
the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, unless it shall be so 
imported under such name or description, or with such 
notice as would be required if such article were sold, or 
exposed for sale, by retail. 

12. Penalty for refusing to sell or obstructing inspector. 

13. Any person who shall forge, or shall utter, knowing 
it to be forged, for the purposes of this Act, any certificate 
or any writing purporting to contain a warranty, shall be 
~ guilty of a misdemeanour, and shall be punishable on 
conviction by imprisonment for a term of not exceeding 
two years with hard labour. Any person who shall wilfully 
apply to an article of food or a drug, in any proceedings 
under this Act, a certificate or warranty given in relation 
to any other article or drug, shaJl be guilty of an offence 
under this Act. Every person who shall give a false 
warranty in writing to any purchaser in respect of an 
article of food or a drug shall be guilty of an offence under 
this Act. Every person who shall wilfully give a label 
with any article sold by him, which shall falsely describe 
the article sold, shali be guilty of an offence under this 
Act. 


REGULATIONS AS TO DEALING IN MARGARINE. 


14. Every person dealing in margarine, whether whole- 
sale or retail, whether a manufacturer, importer, or as 
consignor or consignee, or as commission agent or other- 
wise, shall conform to the following regulations, and any 
person dealing in margarine otherwise than in conformity 
therewith, shall be guilty of an offence against this Act: 
(1) Every package, whether open or closed, ccntaining 
margarine shall be branded or durably marked “‘ margarine” 
on the top, bottom, and sides in capital letters not less than 
three-quarters of an inch square, and such branding or 
marking shall not be in such a form that it can be detached 
from such package. (2) If such margarine be exposed 
for sale by retail, there shall be attached to each parcel 
thereof so exposed, in such a manner as to be clearly 
visible to the purchaser, a label marked in printed 
capital letters not less than one and a half inches 
square, ‘‘ margarine.” (3) Every person selling margarine 
by retail, save in a package, duly branded or marked 
as aforesaid, shall in every case deliver the same to the 
purchaser in or with a paper wrapper on which shall be 
printed in capital letters not less than a quarter of an inch 
square “margarine,” and the wrapper in which the same 
shall be delivered shall bear upon it no words other than 
the word “margarine.” (4) All margarine imported into 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and all 
margarine. whether imported or manufactured within the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, shall, when- 
ever forwarded by any public conveyance, be duly consigned 
as margarine. (5) Every manufactory of margarine within 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland shall be 
registered by the owner or occupier thereof with the local 
authority from time to time in such manner as the Local 
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Government Boards of England and Treland and th 1e 
Secretary for Scotland respectively may direct. 

Margarine not packed or not consigned in accordatial 
with the foregoing regulations is prohibited to be imported 
into the United Kingdom as if the same were included in 
the table of prohibitions contained in section forty-two of the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876. 





GANPOUIION. 


EXEMPTIONS. 


15. In determining whether an offence has been com. 
mitted under section seven of this Act, by selling to the 
prejudice of the purchaser spirits unadulterated otherwise 
than by the admixture of water, it shall be a good defence 
to prove that such admixture has not reduced the spirit more 
than twenty-five degrees under proof for brandy, whisky, or 
rum, or thirty-five degrees under proof for gin. . 

16. Provided that no person shall be liable to bal 
convicted under section five or section six of this. 
Act in respect of the sale of any article of food, or 
of any drug, if he shows to the satisfaction of the 
Justices or Court before whom he is charged that 
he did not know of the article of food or the drug sold 
by him being so mixed, coloured, stained, or powdered as 
in either of those sections mentioned, and that he could 
not with reasonable diligence have obtained that knowledge. 

17. Provided that no person shall be guilty of any 
offence under Section 7 of this Act in respect of the sale 
of an article of food or a drug mixed with any matter 
or ingredient not injurious to health, and not intended 
fraudulently to increase its bulk, weight, or measure, or 
conceal its inferior quality, if, at the time of delivering such 
article or drug, he shall supply to the person receiving the 
same a notice by a label prominently and legibly printed or 
written on or with such article or drug to the effect that the © 
same is mixed. 

18. Where an employer is charged with an offence © 
against this Act, he shall be entitled, upon information duly 
made by him, to have any other person whom he charges 
as the actual offender brought before the Court at the time 
appointed for hearing the charge, and if, after the commis- | 
sion of the offence has been proved, the employer proves — 
to the satisfaction of the Court that he had used due — 
diligence to enforce the execution of this Act, and that the © 
other person had committed the offence in question without 
his knowledge, consent, or connivance, the said other 
person shall be summarily convicted of such offence, and 
the employer shall be exempt from any penalty. 





DEFENCE OF WARRANTY. 


ty. If the defendant in any prosecution under this Act — 
prove to the satisfaction of the Justices or Court that he 
had purchased the article in question as the same in nature, 
substance, and quality as that demanded of him by the 
prosecutor, and with a written warranty to that effect, 
and that he had no reason to believe at the time when 
he sold it that the article was otherwise, and that he 
sold it in the same state as when he purchased it, he ~ 
shall be discharged from the prosecution, provided that 
such defendant shall not be entitled to be so discharged 
unless he shall give notice to the prosecutor that he 
intends to rely upon such defence, together with 
the name and address of the person giving the alleged 
warranty, and unless he shall summon before the Court 
the person upon whose warranty he so relies. If the 
defendant shall be so discharged from the prosecution as 
aforesaid, the prosecutor shall be entitled forthwith to 
proceed against the person so giving the warranty as afore- 
said, and, if it be proved that such warranty was false, the 
person so giving the same shall be guilty of an offence 
under this Act. For the purpose of this section an invoice 
shall be deemed to be a warranty without the addition 
of words of guarantee. Provided that no warranty given 
by any person not resident within Great Britain or Ireland 
shall be a good defence under this section. Where the 
person summoned gives notice to the prosecutor of his 
intention to rely upon a warranty, the prosecutor shall 
forthwith deliver to the person who shall have given such 
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alleged warranty a sample of the article in respect of which 
the proceedings have been taken. In any case where the 
defendant summons before the Court any person in respect 
of the giving of a warranty, the person so summoned shall 
have a right of appearing upon and cross-examining in the 
proceedings taken by the prosecutor against the defendant. 
Clauses following are: 20, appointment of analysts; 21, 
town council ofa borough may engage the analyst of another 
borough or of a county; 22, power to purchaser of an 
article of food to have it analysed ; 23, local authority to 
appoint inspector ; 24, powers of inspectors; 25, officer to 
submit sample for analysis ; 26, provision for dealing with 
samples ;. 27, provision for sending article to analyst by 
post; 28, form of certificate; 29, quarterly report of the 


‘analyst ; 30, provision for the taking of a minimum number 


of samples by the local authority; 31, proceedings against 
offenders ; 32, rules as to evidence; 33, powers to Justices 


to have sample. analysed by the State Laboratory; 34, 


defendant to prove exceptions; 35, appeal to quarter 
sessions ; 36, application of penalties; 37, proceedings by 
indictment and contracts not to be affected. 

BOARD OF REFERENCE. 

38. Immediately after the passing of this Act, there 
shall be appointed a Board of Reference consisting of the 
principal officer of the Government Laboratory at Somerset 
House, three persons nominated by the Local Government 
Board, two of whom shall be public analysts, a person nomi- 
nated by the Board of Agriculture, and persons to be 
nominated by the following bodies, namely: One by the 
General Medical Council, one by the Institute of Chemistry, 
one by the Pharmaceutical Society, one by the London 
Chamber of Commerce, one by the Association of Chambers 
of Commerce of the United Kingdom, and one by the 
Federation of Grocers’ Associations of the United 


Kingdom, such nominations and appointments being subject | 


to the approval of the Local Government Board. The 


persons so nominated as hereinbefore mentioned shall have 


power to elect, to act with them upon the said Board of 
Reference, not more than three persons representing the 
principal trade interests affected by this Act. 

The board of reference shall be paid such remuneration 
as may be approved by the Local Government Board, and 


_ the powers and duties of such Board shall be such as shall 


from time to time be conferred upon it by Order in Council, 
and shall include : 

(a) The power to make rules as to the mode of pro- 
cedure before such board, including regulations as to the 
right of audience before such board of persons whose 
interests are affected by the questions for the time being 
under the consideration of the board, and including regula- 
tions as to the mode of bringing questions under the 
consideration of the Board. 

(4) The power to call for documents and papers, and to 


summon and compel the attendance of witnesses, and to 


take the evidence of such witnesses. 

(c) The power to make rules as to the qualification or 
means of proof of competency of any analyst appointed 
under this Act. 

(@) The power to make rules as to the qualification of 
means of proof of competency of any inspector appointed 
under this Act. 

(e) The power to settle and appoint standards for the 
composition of foods and drugs, and (subject as hereinbefore 
provided with regard to spirits) the amount of dilution (if 
any) to be allowed in the sale by retail of any articles of 
food or drugs. 

(f) The power to settle and appoint standards of the 
amount of deterioration of natural property (if any) in any 
food or drug to be permitted without prosecution under this 
Act. 

(g) The power to settle and appoint standards of the 
amount and kind (if any) of foreign substances to be 
allowed for the preservation or flavouring of foods. 

(hk) The power to examine and report upon the com- 
position of articles of food and drugs, and to describe, 
investigate, devise, and recommend methods for their 
examination. 














_ (2) The power to prescribe forms of certificates of 
ana'ysis to be used under this Act. 

(7) The power to investigate and inquire as to new 
forms of adulteration, and to acquaint the Local Govern- 
ment Board with the result of such investigations for the 
information of local authorities or their officers. 

(2) The power to make rules as to the wording upon 
labels to be used in the sale of mixed or altered articles. 

The appointment made under this section shall lapse 
triennially, but the same persons shall be eligible for re- 
appointment, on nomination and approval, by the same 
bodies and in the same manner as hereinbefore provided 
Any casual vacancy in the Board shall be filled up by the 
appointment of another person nominated or elected by the 
same body as the person whose death or resignation shall 
have caused such vacancy. The definitions, standards, 
limits, and regulations of the Board of Reference shall be 
fixed by formal resolution of such board. Every such 
resolution shall be submitted for the approval of the Privy 
Council, and, if such approval shall be given, then such 
resolution and approval shall be advertised in the Zondoz 
Gazet/e,and on the expiration of one month from the date of 
such advertisement, or on other the date to be fixed by such 
resolutions, such definitions, standards, limits, or regulations 
shall be binding in law until such resolution is rescinded, 
and any offence against or non-compliance with the terms 
of such resolution shall be deemed to be an offence under 
this Act. 

39 deals with expenses of executing Act. The remunera- 
tion and other expenses of the Board of Reference shall be 
paid out of moneys provided by Parliament. 

40. From and after the first day of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-nine, all tea imported as 
merchandise into and landed at any port in Great Britain 
or Ireland shall be subject to examination by persons to be 
appointed by the Commissioners of Customs, subject to the 
approval of the Treasury, for the inspection and analysis 
thereof, for which purpose samples may, when deemed 
necessary by such inspectors, be taken and with all 
convenient speed examined by the analysts to be so 
appointed ; and if upon such analysis the same shall be 
found to be mixed with other substances, or to be mixed with 
exhausted tea, the same shall not be delivered unless with 
the sanction of the said Commissioners, and on such terms 
and conditions as they shall see fit to direct, either for home 
consumption or for use as ships’ stores or for exportation 
but if on such inspection and analysis it shall appear that 
such tea is, in the opinion of the analyst, unfit for human 
food, the same shall be forfeited and destroyed, or otherwise 
disposed of in such manner as the said Commissioners may 
direct. 

41. Tea to which the term ‘exhausted ” is applied in 
this Act shall mean and include any tea which has been 
deprived of its proper quality, strength, or virtue by steep- 
ing, infusion, decoction, or other means, 

Clause 42 deals with cinque ports ; 43 with the applica- 
tion of the Act to Scotland; 44 with Ireland; 45 sets out 
that the Act shall come into operation on January rst, 1899; 
and 46 is the short title, ‘‘ The Adulteration Act, 1898.” A 
schedule gives the form for analysts’ certificates. 


RISKS OF AMERICAN APPLES. 


It seems there is some risk that American apples which 
are imported into this country in such large quantities may 
become a means of causing serious injury to apples, pears, 
and other fruits grown in English orchards. A consign- 
ment of rosy-looking apples was recently refused admission 
into Germany on the ground that the fruit was infested with 
a small insect which is known to be most injurious to the 
products of orchards. ‘The Board of Agriculture has, we 
hear, taken steps to prevent the consignment from being 
landed on our shores, and meanwhile, by order of the 
President, an investigation of the subject, especially with a 
view to a scientific determination of the noxious little insect, 


| has been commenced by experts on entomology. 
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WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 
“= At Tamworth, on April 13th, Arthur Platts, land- 
lord of the ‘Old White Swan Inn,”  Bolebride 
Street, pleaded guilty to selling whisky which was 
adulterated with 69 per cent. of water beyond the 
statutory limit, on January roth, and was fined 1os. and 
costs.—Elias Nicholls, landlord of the ‘“ Bell Inn,” Gungate, 
was charged with a similar offence on the same date, the 
whisky in his case having been adulterated to the extent of 
318 per cent. Mr. R. Nevill, solicitor on behalf of 
defendant, who pleaded guilty, said defendant had only 
recently taken to the business, and was inexperienced and 
had no intention to defraud. Mr. Van Tromp, inspector 
for the Staffordshire County Council, who prosecuted in 
both cases, said defendant’s whisky was labelled “best 
Trish.” A fine of #1 and costs was imposed. 


DRUGS. 


At Sunderland, on April 15th, several local chemists 
were prosecuted by the Health Department of the Cor- 
poration (under the Food and Drugs Act) for having sold 
drugs of inferior quality. In the first four cases the charge 
was one of selling Gregory’s powder which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser. 
—The Town Cleik (Mr. F. M. Bowey) conducted the 
prosecution ; the defendants, who pleaded not guilty, were 
represented by Mr. E. Bell. 

The Town Clerk, in detailing the circumstances of the 
first case, said that the Gregory powder, which had been 
purchased by an inspector from the Health Department, 
was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 44°34 of car- 
bonate of magnesia. This was less than half that of oxide 
of magnesia, which should have been an ingredient of the 
powder according to the standard preparation. 

Mr. Bell stated there was a consensus of opinion among 
chemists and medical practitioners that the form of Gregory’s 
mixture which had been supplied in the case under consider- 
ation was the best and most useful one. On the Continent 
—indeed, he believed that this held good to all countries 
except the United States—carbonate of magnesia was one of 
the ingredients used. This form of the powder was the 
most common one, and it was not prejudicial to the 
purchaser. Ninety-nine medical men out of a hundred, he 
contended prescribe the powder with the carbonate of 
magnesia in it. 

Dr. Fowler, a witness for the defence, said that the 
powder sold was preferable to the standard form of prepara- 
tion given by the British Pharmacopeeia, for it could be 
more easily mixed with water. As to the results, there 
would be practically no difference whether carbonate of 
magnesia or oxide of magnesia were used. 

The magistrates (Dr. Morgan and Mr. T. Elliott) con- 
sidered that a technical offence had been committed, and 
imposed a penalty of 1s., without costs. 

The same penalty was inflicted in three similar cases. 

Fines of 1s. were also imposed in a number of further 
cases relating to carbonate of magnesia, carbonate of 
lime, sulphate of lime, precipitated sulphur, and flowers of 
sulphur. 


MILK. 

At Leeds, on April 19th, George Austin, farmer and 
wholesale milk dealer, of Whitehouse Farm, Seacroft, near 
Leeds, was summoned on a charge of having sold adulterated 
milk. The prosecution was conducted by the Town Clerk 
(Mr. John Harrison). 

It was stated that on the 23rd ult. Mr. Walker, Food 
and Drugs Inspector for the city, procured a sample of 
new milk from defendant’s can, as Austin was delivering it 
under contract to a dealer in Regent Street, Leeds. The 
sample was analysed, and was found to contain 21 per cent. 
of added water. 

Defendant said he had been buying a lot of milk lately. 
He also remarked that he could not get the money from his 
customers to buy better stuff for his beasts. 





In January of 1896 Austin was fined #10 for two 


offences of a similar character, and he was now ordered to 


pay £10 and costs, or two months’ imprisonment, the 
Chairman remarking that the case was a very bad.one. 

At Sheffield, on April 18th, on behalf of the Corpora- 
tion, Mr. Collingwood also conducted three cases in which 
persons were charged with adulterating milk. Mary Ellen 
Siddel, of Rodley Lane, was one of the defendants. It 
appears that on Sunday morning, March 13th, Inspectors 
Duro and White were making a round in and about Lead- 


mill Road, and they saw the defendant with a milk-can. 


hiding behind a wall. She managed to dodge them 
and reached her home. They followed her, and saw her 
son come out and look about and then go back again. 
They visited the house, and obtained two samples of milk 
from. the dairy. An examination of these showed that one 
sample contained 30 parts of added water, and the other 20 
parts of added water.—Mr. Collingwood said that though 
the defendant had been previously fined, she did not seem 
to bother, but after paying her fines had gone on as usual. 
In November, 1896, she was fined £2; in May, 1897, she 
paid fines of £3 and £1; and in November last she paid 
two fines of “2 each for similar offences. He asked that 
the penalty should be made heavier. 

A fine of 47 including costs, or two months’ imprison- 
ment in default of payment, was inflicted. 

JOHN CHALLENGER, of Headford Street, and Sidney 
Burgin, of Boyton Street, Heeley, were also charged with 
selling adulterated milk.—Mr. Collingwood prosecuted, and 
Mr. A. Muir Wilson appeared on behalf of the defendants, 
and also of the Callow Park Milk Company.—The case 
was proved briefly by Inspectors Duro and White, who said 
they purchased a sample of milk from Challenger on 


March 13th, in Rodley lane, which was found to contain 


28 parts of water and 72 parts of milk. 

Mr. Wilson said that Burgin, who work for the Callow 
Park Milk Company, employed Challenger to help him on 
Sunday mornings. 
inspectors taking a sample of milk Challenger washed the 
bottle out and left about a quart of water in it to keep it 
from rusting. He forgot to empty this water out when he 
got his supply of milk from Burgin at the “ dandie.” 
Challenger gave evidence to this effect, and Burgin stated 
that the milk he obtained was pure. Fines of 20s. each 
were imposed, in default of payment, two weeks’ imprison- 
ment. Burgin, failing to pay his fine, was sent to prison 
for a fortnight. 


Marcus Prowse, of Stannington, was also charged with a 


similar offence on the same date. He acknowledged that 
the milk he obtained from the Callow Park Milk Company 
was pure, but he said that finding he had not sufficient to 
supply all his customers he added some water. A fine of 
20s., including costs, was imposed. 


BUTTER. 
A DatryMaAn’s FRANK CONFESSION. 

At Marylebone, David Davies, dairyman, carrying on 
business at 482, Harrow Road, W., appeared to answer two 
summonses charging him with selling, to the prejudice ot 
the purchaser, butter adulterated with 75 per cent. of mar- 
garine, and with selling margarine by retail in a wrapper 
upon which was not printed the word ‘‘ margarine.” ‘The 
prosecution was instituted at the instance of the Butter 
Association, one of whose officers purchased the butter, for 
which he paid at the rate of 1s. perlb. The defendant was 
said to carry on a large business. The offences were 
admitted by the defendant, who urged in mitigation that at 
the present time butter was very dear, and not being able 
to buy any at the price he sold margarine as butter. This 
was his first offence. Mr. Lane said he never heard such a 
simple explanation or such a frank confession. The defen- 
dant could not buy butter at a price at which he could 
make a profit, so he cheated his customers. He fined the 
defendant £5, with two guineas costs on the first summons, 
and £3, with £2 costs on the second. 


April 23, 1898. 


On the Saturday night previous to the’ 
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’ At Glasgow, on April r2th, Margaret Drummond, 
carrying on business as a grocer at 19, West Campbell 
Street, Glasgow, was charged with having, on February 
18th, sold to a female sanitary inspector one pound of 
butter having 47°25 per cent. of fat foreign to butter. She 
pleaded not guilty. 

The evidence of two female sanitary inspectors was to 
the effect that they called at this shop and asked for “a 
pound of butter at 1s.” They were supplied, and on 
stating that it was to be submitted to the analyst, the shop- 
man said it was a ‘“‘blend.” There was no ticket on the 
parcel from which this “shilling butter” was taken. 

The defence was that at the date on which the 
inspectors made their purchase such a thing as “ shilling 
butter” could not be had, and that it was the habit of 
purchasers of “blend” to ask for ‘“ butter” expecting to 
get, and know that they were getting, a mixture of margarine 
and butter. 

The Sheriff said that this was the most ingenious 
excuse for the evasion of the law he had ever heard. The 
theory of the respondent was that although asked for butter 
she was entitled to supply a blend, and that when a 
customer asked for butter the shopman required to say 
nothing and that the customer had to scan the kits from: 
which the material was taken to see whether it actually was 
butter or not. This theory was altogether subversive of 
what he had always understood to be the most elementary 
commercial morality, namely, to supply the article asked 
for. He found the charge proved, and imposed a penalty 
of £3, including expenses. 

James Proud admitted having, on February 18th, in his 
shop in Dalmarnock Road, sold to a female sanitary in- 
spector a pound of butter which contained 96 per cent. of 
fat foreign to butter. 

Mr. Frank Macdonald explained, on behalf of the 
respondent, that he had a number of shops in the city, and 
that he had to depend on his assistants to conduct the 
various businesses according to the very stringent rules he 
had posted on each shop, and which Mr. Macdonald pro- 
duced. Mr. Proud sold nothing but butter in this shop, 
and although customers had the habit of always asking for 
“butter,” they knew and expected to be supplied with 
margarine. 

Mr. Lindsay emphasised the fact that it was butter the 
inspector asked for, and that it was margarine (wrapped in 
plain paper) that was supplied. 

The Sheriff: If the analyst’s certificate is right, I do not 


see how this material can even be margarine. Ninety-six 
per cent. of fat! What is it? 
Mr. Lindsay—We haven’t a name for it. He added 


that in November last the respondent was fined £10 by 
Sheriff Boyd, and he understood that he (the respondent) 
had also been before his Lordship (Sheriff Fyfe) at the 
instance of the Rutherglen inspector. 

The Sheriff said the respondent was carrying on busine3s 
in the East End of Glasgow where there was a population 
that had not sufficient knowledge to protect themselves. 
He was supplying them with a material that was manifestly 
not butter, and that he had grave doubts of being even 
margarine. It looked rather like a compound of very much 
less nutritious fat of some sort. The case was a very bad 
one, and the penalty would be £15. 


A BETTER CASE. 


Isabella M’Kellar, or Calder, 164, Holm Street, admitted 


having exposed margarine for sale without exhibiting the | 


necessary tickets, and having sold margarine without being 
rolled in a properly labelled wrapper. 

Mr. Lindsay said that, in justice to the respondent, 
when the inspector asked for butter he got the reply that 
she could only supply him with margarine. The business, 
however, was conducted very loosely. 

In the circumstances, the Sheriff restricted the penalty 
to the amount of the expenses—3os. 











At Birkenhead, on April 15th, Thomas Jones, 73, 
Whetstone Lane, was summoned on three informations for 
having on the 18th ult. sold margarine as butter, and also 
with having neglected to attach printed labels to the 
margarine on the counter, and to the packages in which the 
margarine was sold. Mr. J. Fearnley prosecuted, and Mr. 
J. T. Thompson defended. It was admitted that the article 
sold was not butter; but it was urged that the clerk was 
informed of this at the time he made the purchase, and 
before it was paid for. A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed 
in each case, making 45s. in all.—Henry Molyneux, 262, 
Borough Road, for selling margarine as butter, for not 
having it marked, and for not enclosing it in a stamped 
wrapper, was fined 5s. and costs in each case, making 453s. 
in all. 

AT Clerkenwell, on April 16th, Frederick Thomas Ware, 
28, Chapel Street, Liverpool Road, was summoned at the 
instance of the Butter Association for selling, to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, butter adulterated by the 
admixture of fats other than butter fat to the extent of 85 
per cent. The defendant was also summoned for selling 
margarine without having it properly labelled, and for 
delivering it to a purchaser in a wrapper not printed in 
accordance with the Margarine Act. Mr. Ricketts prose- 
cuted, and said on March 3rd half a pound of tenpenny 
salt butter was purchased at the shop, 28, Chapel 
Street. A youth made the purchase, and was 
served with the article in a plain piece of paper. 
Alfred Ward, inspector of the Butter Association, entered 
the shop, and said he intended to have the article analysed. 
The defendant then came out of the shop parlour, and 
exclaimed: ‘‘I know you, Mr. Ward! You are not a cus- 
tomer! Clear out of my shop! I’ve done you once and 
I'll do you again!” The sample was submitted to the 
public analyst, and found to be adulterated with foreign 
fats to the extent of 35 per cent. For the adulteration 
Mr. Horace Smith ordered Ware to pay a fine of £10, and 
42 2s. costs; and for the offence under the Margarine Act, 
2s. costs. 


CATCHING THE WHOLESALE MAN. 

ELiIzABETH Towns, keeping a small shop in Bermondsey, 
was summoned on April 14t before Mr. Slade for selling 
milk from which 45 per cent. of butter fat had been 
abstracted.—The defendant said sie sold the milk as she 
bought it.—Inspector Thomas asked the magistrate to 
reserve his decision until he had heard the next case, 
because the defendant had been victimised by the whole- 
sa'e man, and had helped to catch him. 

WituiAM Haycock, milk-dealer, of Brompton Place, 
Walworth, was then called upon to answer a summons 
relating to another sample of milk which also he had sold 
to Mrs. Towns, but this time the inspector was on the spot. 
—The defendant said he thought the milk was all right.— 
Replying to the magistrate, the inspector said the defendant 
served a number of little shops, and had been carrying on 
business some years. He had not been previously con- 
vic'ed, but his late partn2r had.—The magistrate allowed 
the summons against the woman to be withdrawr, and 
ordered the man Haycock to pay a fine of #r5, and 
12s. 6d. costs. 


SUCCESSFUL APPEAL BY THE HOME AND COLONIAL 
STORES. 

At the County of London Sess‘ons, Clerkenwell, on April 
16th, before Mr. Loveland-Loveland, Q.C., and otier 
Justices, The Home and Colonial Stores, Limited, appealed 
against.a conviction by Mr. E. T. D’Eyncourt, of the North 
London Police Court, for ‘‘ unlawfully selling to the pre- 
judice of the purchaser, a certain article of food, to wit, 
coffee and chicory, which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded.” The conviction carried with it a 
penalty of 43 and £2 costs. Mr. Arthur Hutton was 
counsel for the Islington Vestry, who were the respondents, 
and Mr. Travers Humphreys was briefed by the Stores, 
The Court was informed by counsel that th? appeal was 
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against a conviction under Section 6 of the Food and 
Drugs Act, which states that any person selling any article 
-of food which is not of the nature of that demanded is 
liable to a fine of £20. The Home and Colonial Stores, 
Limited, had about 325 branches in London, and on 
January 18th a young woman, Penelope Clark by name, 


entered their shop at 424, Essex Road, Islington. She 
asked for “half a pound of shilling coffee.” After she 
had_ received a package she called into the shop 


Edward Fortune, an Inspector of Nuisances to the 
Islington Vestry, under whose directions she was acting. 
Fortune divided the “coffee” Into three portions, as 
required by the Act. These when subsequently analysed, 
were said to contain chicory to the extent of 85 per cent. 
60 per cent., and 48°52 per cent. The last was the analysis 
of the Somerset House authorities. The case for the 
respondents was that there was a fraudulent sale on the 
_ part of the appellants, who, however, through their counsel, 
pointed out that the package handed to the girl had on it 
the words, in large letters, ‘coffee and chicory,” and 
exhibited in the shop was a large placard announcing in 
plain type similar words. Mr. Humphreys further argued 
that the judgment of the magistrate was wrong, but it was 
more a mistake in law than fact. He submitted that there 
was no fraud on his clients’ part, as, by the words of Section 
8 of the Act, the seller was protected by the object bearing 
a label to the effect that the article sold was a mixture, 
unless the label was intended fraudulently to increase its 
bulk or conceal its inferior quality. Unless the Bench 
found there was an absolute fraud they could not convict. 
Having retired to consider, the Bench allowed the appeal 
and reversed the decision of the magistrate. An order for 
costs against the Vestry was made. 


COPPER IN PEAS. 


AT Rhyl, on April 12th, John Jones and John Peter 
Jones were charged by Inspector Williams for that they, by 
the hands of David Lewis, their servant or agent, did un- 
lawfully sell to his prejudice preserved green peas, which 
was adulterated with metallic copper at the rate of one and 
six-tenth grains of sulphate of copper to the pound of 

eas. 
E Mr. F. J. Gamlin appeared for the defendants, and 
pleaded ‘‘not guilty.” 

Inspector Williams said that on the roth ult. he visited 
Messrs. Jones and Son’s shop in Wellingtcn Road, and 
asked David Lewis, the manager, for a tin of preserved 
green peas. He was served with the same, and paid 4d. 
for them. He said that he was going to send them to the 
public analyst, and Mr. Lewis said he was willing for the 
peas to be divided into three equal parts, and the tin was 
opened by an assistant. One portion of the peas was handed 
to Mr. Lewis, one witness took to the analyst, and he re- 
tained the other. He had received the analyst certificate 
as follows: “I am of opinion that the sample contained 
the parts as under, or the percentages of foreign ingredients 
as under: Four-tenth grain of metallic copper, or one and six- 
tenth-grains of sulphate of copper per pound of peas. I 
consider the sample injurious to health. Zaylor’s Medical 
Jurisprudence states in reference to these articles, ‘The 
quantity of copper contained may not be sufficient to cause 
fatal effects, but serious symptoms of gastric irritation are 
sometimes produced, and in young persons these may 
assume an alarming character.’” The tin on the top was 
marked ‘‘ Packed in Germany.” 

Cross-examined by Mr. Gamlin: It is not the first time 
I have been to the shop for samples, and up to the present 
I have not found fault with them. | I know there is an in- 
scription in French on the tin, but I can’t translate it, 
although I can read “ Packed in Germany” on the cover. 
(Laughter.) .I know that the peas must be preserved, but 
the substance used should not be injurious to health. 
When I bought the peas I did not know that they had been 
preserved with sulphate of copper. I know that some 
brands are preserved without copper. 

Mr. Gamlin said he had not seen the certificate until 
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that day, and did not know that the peas were preserved in : 


copper. Defendants did not know that the peas were in- 
jurious to health, as some had been used by the defendants’ 
family. A question had been raised in London as to 
whether sulphate of copper was injurious to health, and it 
had been held that three grains to the lb. was injurious 
to health, but in this case there was less than half that 
quantity. The Bench would have to deal with the certifi- 
cate before them, but he did not think that it could be 
argued that the small amount of poison in the peas could 
be injurious. Defendants were quite innocent in the 
matter. 

Mr. J. P. Jones was called, and said he had purchased 
the peas from Messrs. Peeling, Stanley and Co., Ltd. 
wholesale grocers, Liverpool. 
stock three years, and he did not know they were injurious 
to health. He had eaten many of the peas, and hoped to 
have more. He had not asked for a warrant with the 
goods, but he was now in the habit of asking for a warrant 
with all goods. Had he known that the peas were’ in- 
jurious to health he would not have sold them. : 

The Chairman said the Bench had decided to deal with 
the case against Mr. John Peter Jones. only. They con-’ 
sidered it proved, and would fine him ros. and £1 6s. 3d. 
costs. 
would be to have the peas destroyed, as articles having 
copper in them were decidedly injurious to anybody taking 
them. He hoped that the newspapers would publish the 
case, so that the public themselves may know about it. 
He thought that it was fortunate for those who had eaten 
the peas that they had taken little of them. 


LEEDS AND ADULTERATION. 


Mr. T. Farruey, City Analyst, reports: on analyses 
made for the City of Leeds during the quarter ending 
March 31st, 1898, that the samples received have been: 
Milk, 48 ; butter, 2; lard, 1 ; cocoa, 1; chocolate, 1; kola 
nut, 1. Two of the samples of milk were adulterated; in 
one case by the addition of 21 per cent. of water, and in 
the other by the abstraction of 17% per cent. of fat, as 
compared with the lowest quality of genuine milk. Eight 
of the milks were reported to be of low quality. The two 
butters were composed of foreign fat. The other samples 
were reported to be genuine. 


ARSENIC IN VINEGAR. 


CONSEQUENT upon the report represented by the Court ~ 


of Inquiry which was held a short time since, at Ports- 
mouth, into the serious illness of a number of artillerymen 
stationed at Hilsea Barracks, the authorities have offered a 
reward of £100 to any person giving such information as 
will lead to the arrest and conviction of the person or per- 
sons who placed or caused to be placed arsenic, or prepara- 
tion of arsenic, in a cask of vinegar in the canteen. After 
the men had partaken of the vinegar they had to be removed 
to the infirmary, and at one time fatal results were aaticipated, 
but happily all recovered. 

It would be more to the purpose if the Court divulged 
the name of the makers of the vinegar, which has up to 
now, from interested motives, been suppressed. 


ADULTERATION IN CORK. 


Mr. D. J. O’Mauony, City Analyst, reports : During 
the three months ended 31st March, 1898, there have been 
submitted from the city of Cork, under the Food and Drugs 
Act, 167 samples as follows—136 milks, 13 of which were 


tampered with to amounts varying from 10 to 20 per cent. - 


The deficiency in fat in one case was due to adulteration 
with 16 per cent. of water, and in 12 other cases addition 
of skim milk or skimming accounted for the deficiency. 
Proceedings were taken successfully against the venders 
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in these cases, and 56 samples of milk of the lowest quality, 


on the border of the line of limit adopted by Somerset 
House, and 45 were of good average quality 
having 3°3 per cent. of fat, and 22 had. over 3°7 
per cent. Fifteen butters were examined, containing water 
varying between 12 and 16 percent. ; 12 samples contained 
preservatives, but not in an excessive quality. One sample 
only gave low figures for volatile acids, and was suspicious 
of being mixed with margarine. Sixteen samples of spirits 
were examined, and varied in strength from 11 to 24 
degrees under proof, and'in no case gave evidence of the 
presence of injurious ingredients foreign to spirits. Ten 
samples of drinking water were examined; all were city 
supply ; eight were ranked in second class, and two amongst 
first class ; all were suitable for drinking purposes, 


TUBERCULOSIS IN MILCH COWS. 

THE Carlisle Health Committee have discussed the 
desirability of adding to their staff a veterinary inspector, 
whose sole duty it shall be to inspect cows and cowsheds in 
This is 
with the view of arresting the spread of consumption among 
human beings through the medium of the milk supply. It 
is pretty well established that tuberculosis is rarely com- 
municated but by milk from diseased udders, and it would 
not be difficult for an inspector to pick out these cases in a 
dairy herd. The Carlisle authority are being backed informally 
by the whole of the public authorities in Cumberland, a 
conference of whom was held at Keswick the previous day, 
having been convened by Canon Rawnsley, a prominent 
member of the County Council, and a friend of Professor 
Delepine, of Owens College, Manchester, who has devoted 
much of his time to the study of tuberculosis and the milk 
supply, and who voluntarily submitted a paper on the sub- 
ject to the conference. Professor Delepine’s own in- 
vestigations in Manchester showed that of the milk 


of twenty-four tuberculous cows which he _ had 
examined, that of six was capable of producing 
tuberculosis. In one out of every four cows affected 


with advanced tuberculosis they could expect the 
milk to be infectious. This is a greater proportion’ than 
has been generally admitted. A curious corroboration of 
this was afforded by Mr. W. Brown, Medical Officer of 
Health for Carlisle, who stated that last year he found six 
cases of tubercular udder disease among 30 cow carcases, 
condemned in the Carlisle slaughter-houses on account of 
general tuberculosis. Sanitarians generally will agree with 
Mr. Brown that it is inconsistent that while in selecting 
a wet nurse for a child a careful medical examination 
is required, in the case of cows’ milk not the slightest 
regard is paid to the source from which it is derived. 
Veterinary inspection of cows and cowsheds would have 
the advantage of guarding the public against the trans- 
mission from the cow of many infectious diseases, and 
would tend to inculcate among dairy proprietors more 
intelligent ideas as to their calling. They would be taught 
not to buy old cows, not to milk them for too long a time, 
and to exercise more careful examination of the animals 
previous to purchase. Mr. Thompson, V.S., very 
properly submitted to the conference a statement showirg 


that of 144 samples of milk from the city dairies of Liver- | 


pool, only 2°8 were found to contain tubercular bacilli ; 
yet in milk coming from the country 24 samples were 
tested and the percentage was 29'I. 
proof of the superiority of Liverpool milk. The conference 
will no doubt have its influence for good in the country, 
and the Carlisle authority, as the pioneers in the crusade, 
deserve every encouragement, though it is generaly felt that 
they have a difficult and delicate work in hand in dealing 


. with dairy farmers and property owners. 


SANITARY REGULATIONS IN THE FIELD OF BATTLE. 


at Rome a few years ago, Dr. Von Coler’s system of 
“sanitary regulations in the field” was one of the principal 
subjects discussed. At the present moment, when America 
is on the brink of war, it is interesting to note, says Zhe 
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Manchester Evening Mail, that the majority of this cele- 
brated German scientist’s recommendations have been 
adopted by the United States War Department. Indeed, 


it is claimed for the hospital service of the American 


army that it is second to none. The arrangements for 
the care of the wounded and sick are most complete. 
The Sanitary Corps is not only unusually large in propor- 
tion to the number of men it is caHed upon to serve, but it 
is equipped with many special devices to lessen the horrors 
of war. St. Bernard dogs, for instance, are kept on the 
active list to be employed to ferret out wounded men lying 
in ravines and forests ; but the chief utility of the animals 
will be in drafting small, low ambulance wagons holding one 
patient. ‘“‘Man’s best friend,” therefore, has been given a 
merciful mission on the field of battle; and the old saying 
about ‘Letting loose the dogs of war” has been given a 
new reading. The water wagon for the service of the 
Sanitary Corps is also of a novel character. It carries 400 
quarts of liquid in three barrels, which contain water, 
vinegar, and wine in equal quantities. The United States, 
it is said, was the first Power to put an effective sanitary 
system into effect in warfare. When, after the battle of 
Fredericksburg, it became known in Europe that the 9,000 
wounded were taken in charge by physicians during the even- 
ing and the night following the battle, so that in the morning 
after only the dead remained on the field, the news was first 
treated as ‘‘American humbug.” Six months later the 
world was further informed officially that of the 21,000 
wounded at Gettysburg during the battle, lasting from the 
1st to the 3rd of July, none remained unattended on July 4th. 
It was the terrible neglect of the wounded in European wars 
that inspired Dunand to write his great book, Ux Souvenir 
de Solferino, which led to the Convention of Geneva. To the 
little state of Schleswig- Holstein belongs the credit of originat- 
ing in Europe a system of medical relief on the battlefield, 
Prussia did not organise regular sanitary corps until 1855, 
and Austria did not join the Convention until 1866. In 
the Crimea the Russians abandoned 10,000 of their 
wounded, the Generals—referring to surgeons—remarking 
that the Army had “no use for soldiers unable to fight,” 
whilst it is a fact which the nation has never ceased to 
deplore that even England entered that war without a proper 
medical and nursing staff. 


FLOUR ADULTERATION. 

Mr. W. F. STEwarT, manager of the Chancelot Flour 
Mills, the property of Scottish co-operators, quoted in a 
letter to a local newspaper the remarks of one of our con- 
tributors, says Zhe British Baker, that bakers are now 
buying maize flour and the better qualities of corn flour 
direct. In view of the evidence which we possess we 
admit that our contributor had sufficient authority to make 
this statement, but his experience may be different from 
that of millers in different parts of the country, and because 
some bakers in London have been purchasing this flour 
direct that is no reason for concluding that it isa widespread 
practice, or that it even has attained any appreciable pro- 
portion in other parts of the country. There are some 
purposes to which it can be put that are perfectly legitimate. 
A correspondent sent us up recently some flour which he had 
purchased from a firm of merchants, asking us to ascertain 
whether it contained corn starch. We believe that in nine- 
tenths of the cases in which it is used in flour for the manu- 
facture of bread it finds its way there without the knowledge 
of the baker. We hope to have an article on the subject of 


_ detecting the alteration from a baker’s point of view in an 


early number. Meantime it is interesting to observe that a 
writer in an American milling contemporary makes a sugges- 
tion which he thinks will materially aid in rendering the 
detection of corn-flour adulteration easier : 

‘‘Where there is twenty per cent. and over of corn 


| flour employed, there is little trouble in finding the evidence 
At the International Medical Congress which assembled 


of its use with the microscope. But when only a small 
quantity of the adulterant is used, and only a trace of what 
seems like starch granules appears, the investigator, if 
conscientious, hesitates to pronounce the evidence of 
adulteration conclusive. 
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“While corn flour has been used to some extent as an 
adulterant in years past, the renewal of the evil on the 
present scale was due to the experiments of a baker. He 


was seeking for something to prevent his bread from drying , 


out, and finally tried corn flour. He made the choice 
because the corn flour was coarse compared with wheat 
flour. The stuff used for adulteration is bolted on cloth 
ranging from No. 6 to No. 9. 
millers is to use the coarser cloth. The most satisfactory 
spring wheat flour the writer used was bolted on a No. 9 
cloth ; the bread held its moisture longer. Apparently this 
is the secret of bread drying out; the finer the flour the 
quicker the moisture retreats. Anyhow, the baker found 
that corn flour bolted on a No. 6 cloth made his bread 
more moist. 

“The suggestion is simply this: When a suspected 
sample is to be examined under the microscope, bolt it 
through a fine hand-sieve, say, clothed with from No, 12 to 
No. 14 cloth.. A larger proportion of the corn flour than 
of the wheat flour will stay in the sieve. This will 
increase the percentage of corn starch granules, in the 
sample and render detection easier.” 

Another paragraph has been going the round of some 
papers, founded upon a communication of a miller to a 
Dundee newspaper. The writer, who appears to be ina 
position to know what he is writing, says that the adulteration 
with maize flour was bad enough, but still it was flour having 
most of the qualities of the genuine stuff, although not in the 
same degree. He states that French millers have been 
accused of using whiting in their flour, and states that some 
millers have received a circular stating that the firm issuing 
it had a cargo of 140 tons whiting loading, which they 
begged to quote ex ship at 16s. per ton net, free on 
cart or trucks alongside ship, and would be glad to 
book esteemed orders. This writer points out that, 
although maize starch may be considered an adulterant 
in so far that it is not wheaten flour, it is not a deleterious 
ingredient in itself, and the use of it is not pro- 
hibited in the manu‘acture of bread ; and, in fact, bakers 
are permitted to make and sell bread made of flour, or 
meal, of wheat, barley, rye, oats, buckwheat, Indian corn, 
peas, beans, rice, or potatoes, or any of them mixed in 
such proportions as they shall think fit. Whiting, however, 
is quite a different matter, and whether it is an ingredient of 
flour with or without the knowledge of the baker, its use 
is punishable as an adulterant. It may be very hard that 
an innocent man should suffer from the cupidity and 
trickery of others, but it is right that the public should be 
protected against such obnoxious adulterants. There is no 
reason, however, to believe that much of it is imported 


into this country, and we are certain that no British ~ 


miller would lend himself to such illegal and immoral 
transactions. 


MEAT EXTRACT GLOBULES. 

Mr. C. R. VALENTINE, who was for some years dairy 
expert to the New Zealand Government, has hit upon a 
method of supplying the world with extract of meat. 
Hitherto these meat extracts have been put up either in 
the form of a paste in tins, or as a liquid in bottles. Mr. 
Valentine will introduce the extract in the form of globules, 
which can be carried in a little box in the waistcoat pocket. 
All you have to do to obtain a cup of delicious beef tea is 
to drop one of these globules into a cup of boiling water ; 
or, if you are on a journey and feel fatigued, you can put 
one in your mouth and resume your travels feeling like a 
giant refreshed.. Mr. Valentine expects to do a big 
business in British Columbia amongst the gold seekers 
bound for Klondike. 


LIVERPOOL AND PROPOSED CIVIC BACTERIOLOGIST. 

A DEPUYATION from the Liverpool City Council had a 
private interview with Mr. T. W. Russell, M.P., Parlia- 
mentary Secretary of the Local Government Board. The 
object of the deputation was to seek the sanction by the 
Board to the appointment by the Corporation of a bacterio- 
logist to assist in the administration of the Food and Drugs 
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“Act. It was stated that a very large proportion of the 


samples of milk examined in Liverpool was found, to 
be tainted with tuberculous germs, and it was feared 
that this fact in. some measure explained the exces- 
sive infantile mortality in the city. Mr. Russell, in 
reply, reminded the deputation that the Food and Drugs Act 
only provided for chemical analysis, the science of bac- 
teriology being much less advanced when that measure was 
If the Corporation cared to appoint an 
analyst who was also a bacteriologist, the Local Government 
Board could sanction his appointment in respect of 
chemical qualifications, but unfortunately the form of 
certificate required from the analyst was embodied in the 
Act of 1875, and it made no special provision for a search 
for disease germs by means of bacteriological examination, 
but only for such analysis as would detect adulteration of or 
additions to the natural and wholesome state of the article 
sold. 


SALFORD TOWN COUNCIL ANALYST’S REPORT. 

THE report of the public analyst stated that during 
the quarter ending the 25th March he had analysed 195 
samples, consisting of 98 milks, 73 butters, eight spirits, 
four coffees, three breads, three lards, two vinegars, one 
Spanish juice, one flour, one suet, and one chicory. Of 
these six were adulterated, namely, two butters, three milks, 
and one chicory. Three of the above were private samples, 
namely, bread, suet, and chicory. The butters were adul- 
terated with 54 and 85 per cent. of foreign fat. Of the 
milks two were robbed of 13 and 20 per cent. of fat re- 
spectively, and the third was adulterated with five per cent. 
of water. Nine samples of milk were very poor, and if a 
high-class milk were taken as a standard, these nine would 
have been returned as adulterated. It was most important, 
and he strongly advised that in all cases of poor samples of 
milk the inspector should be instructed to follow up these 
samples to the very source, even to the cows themselves. 
This custom he introduced some twenty years since, but 
was afraid it had rather fallen into desuetude. ‘The gain to 
the borough had been very great in securing a first-class 
supply of pure milk. In justice to the ninety who sell the 
milk as obtained from the cows the other ten must not be 
allowed to make an extra profit by selling an impoverished 
article. 

The report was received. 


WHAT A MAN EATS, DRINKS, AND SMOKES. 

ASSUMING a man has a good appetite, a reasonable 
ircome, and lives for seventy years, the average consumption 
of bread in all forms of baked flour would be 15 tons, 
representing in bulk 1,200 cubic feet—about the size of a 
suburban villa; bacon, if placed end to end, 4 miles; 
chops would reach from Westminster Abbey to St. Paul’s, 
London; beef, equal to twenty full-sized bullocks, repre- 
senting a monster standing 15 feet high and weighing over 
18 tons; 5 tons of fish, 10,000 eggs, 1 ton of butter, 
336 lbs. of cheese ; vegetables would freight a train of cars, 
peas alone, if ina single pod, 33 miles long; of sugar, 
9,000 lbs.; salt, 15 cwt.; pepper, 8 Ibs.; of mustard, 
100 tins ; assuming he swallows 3 pints per day of liquids, 
amount to 76,700 pints, nearly 43 tons. 

Consuming about 1,280 times his own weight of food 
and liquid in seventy years, or more exactly, eats 53% tons 
of solids, and drinks 42$ tons of fluids. If these 963 tons 
of solids and liquids were converted into terms of mechanical 
force, they would be sufficient to raise 87,600,000 tons 1 
foot high or to lift a quarter of a mile in the air the Forth 
Bridge. 

The consumption of the average smoker would be half 
a ton, or of cigarettes about a quarter of a million. 

What insect pest can compare in mere devouring faculty 
with man himself, or what machine wrought by human skill 
out of steel or iron compare in point of endurance and 
energy with the human stomach? Is it to be wondered at 
that after wrestling with so many tons of solids and so wide 
flowing a stream of liquids a man’s. digestive organs at the 
end of the process should be in a state of wreck ? 
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A GROSS INJUSTICE. 


THREE recent cases in the police-courts of West Ham, 
Thames, and Marylebone reveal a scandal which we feel 
convinced demands the attention of all traders. The 
Callow Park Dairy Company has an enormous business 
with branches in many parts of England, and its pro- 
_prietors have evidently secured a large share of public 
confidence and support. In common honesty one would 
suppose that the law would prevent any other person from 
adopting a similar title and trading under it. In fairness, 
the person whose business title is thus appropriated ought 
to have some remedy at law against anyone trading 
under his name and be able to claim damages against 
usurpers should they commit acts which bring discredit and 
injury upon his business; but, monstrous as it appears to 
be, a trader so injured seems to have no remedy. 
instance a few cases during the past week. Zhe Morning 
Leader of April 21st reports : 

“CaLLow Park Dairy FiInED.—The West Ham Bench 
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yesterday fined Thomas Enderby, of Lee Street, Limehouse, | 
branch manager of the Callow Park Dairy Company, £5 
and costs for selling milk adulterated with 10 per cent. of 


water. He had before been convicted of a similar 
offence.” Foe 

It has since been stated that the name is Manor Park 
Dairy Co. 


Another case was heard at Thames, on April 19th, 
when George Dowse, dairyman, of 79, Copenhagen Street, 
Islington, appeared to answer adjourned summonses for 
selling milk adulterated with 9 per cent. of water, and 
having go per cent. of its cream abstracted.—The case was 
first called on March 22nd, when Mr. Steele, who appeared 
for the defendant, asked that it might be adjourned in order 
that the sample should be analysed at Somerset House.— 
Mr. George Hay Young, who prosecuted on behalf of the. 
Poplar Board of Works, said that on February 24th Mr. F. » 
J. Anthony, sanitary inspector, while in his house in 


Fairfoot Road heard a boy call out “ Milk.” Mr. Anthony 
purchased a pint of the boy, who, when told it 
was for analysis, said that it was separated 


milk. The lad when he was asked why he had not 
stated that before, said he forgot to say so, as he had not 
made a fair start. The Somerset House analyst’s certi- 
ficate showed the milk had go per cent. of its cream 
abstracted, and was adulterated with at least 7 per cent. of 
water. The inspector, in cross-examination, said he did not 
see the words “‘ separated milk” on the boy’s barrow. The 
defendant told him he bought the milk under a warranty. 
For the defence, the defendant said he had carried on busi- 
ness as the CALLOW ParK MILK Company, and bought the 
separated milk under a warranty from a dealer named 
Edwards, of Grafton-yard, Hampstead-road. Mr. Dickinson 
said that the defendant had made out his case with regard 
to the warranty, and that the summons would be dismissed. 
With regard to the other summons he should not inflict a 
penalty, but the defendant would have to pay 33s. 6d. costs. 
Another case heard at Marlborough Street on April 2oth 
was that of George Arthur Dowse, trading as the Callow 
Park Milk Co., of Marylebone Lane, Oxford Street, who 
appeared to an adjourned summons taken out under the 
Food and Drugs Act charging him with selling a certain 
article of food—to wit, milk—adulterated to the extent of 
40 grains per gallon with boracic acid, which was not of 
the nature and substance of the article demanded by the 
purchaser. Evidence was given showing that an officer in 
the employ of the St. George’s Vestry purchased some milk 
from a servant of the defendant, which, when analysed, was 
found to contain 40 grains of boric acid to the gallon. 
It was stated by the prosecution that the pre- 
sence of such a quantity of boric acid in milk would 
be prejudicial to the health of those who drank it, being 
especially harmful to young children. The borax, it 
was stated, was added to the milk in order to preserve 
it. The defence was that Mr. Dowse had not added any- 
thing to the milk, and that he sold it (receiving a warranty 
with it) in the same condition as he got it from Shropshire. 
It was consigned to him by a farmer in that county. The 
case was first heard before Mr. Slade. Mr. de Rutzen now 
said that Mr. Slade was indisposed, but that he had sent 
him a written judgment on the case, which he would read. 
Mr. Slade, in his judgment, said that evidence was called 
which showed that the defendant had not putany borax in the 
milk, with which he received a written guarantee as to its 
purity, and that he sold it exactly as he received it from the 
farmer in Shropshire. That being so, he would order the 
summons to be dismissed. As, however, Mr. Dowse did 
not give notice that his defence would be that he purchased 
the milk under a warranty he would have to pay five 
guineas costs. 

It is obvious that prosecutions such as these must 
injure the reputation and the business of the real Callow 
Park Dairy Co., inasmuch as the average man in the 
street does not know that there is other than one Callow 
Park Company, and, seeing fines for adulteration, state- 
ments’ of previous conviction, prosecutions for boracic acid 


| in milk, etc., brought against persons trading under the 
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name Callow Park, it is but natural that he should avoid 
business dealings with milk vendors bearing that name. 
This is a gross injustice. As the Court of Appeal pointed 
out in the case of Goodall, Backhouse (Yorkshire Relish) 
versus the Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co., who had 
appropriated the title “Yorkshire Relish,” the object of 
the Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co. was an obvious 
one, viz., to reap some of the reward of the good repute 
and business built up by Goodall, Backhouse and Co. 
Such conduct the Court of Appeal held to be 
utterly indefensible. If the proprietor of the real 
Callow Park Dairy business be debarred from protecting 
his good name and business reputation honestly earned, the 
law which permits such injustice stands in need of prompt 
amendment. A trader should be able, on the payment of a 
small fee, to register his trade title, and enjoy the sole right 
to the use of that title. He should also be able to injunct 
at small cost any person using the same title or a palpable 
imitation of it. 

The cases we record above show the necessity for a 
united demand by traders of all kinds for a simple registra- 
tration of trade titles bill. 


THE AMERICAN OIL GANG LOSING THE GAME. 


THE sudden deaths within a comparatively short period 
of a Rt. Hon. and an “explosive expert” have paralysed 
the American gang of purveyors of the murderous 73 deg. 
petroleum, and the convicted emissaries of planned dyna- 
mite explosives are at their wits’ end to find “ parlia- 
mentarians ” and “experts” to continue their campaign of 
mendacity which would perpetuate the roasting alive of a 
human being per day in order that American millionaire- 
dynamitards can get rid of 40 per cent. of refuse oil, the sale 
of which is prohibited in every American state. We see that 
the Select Committee had its last sitting with closed doors. 
We hope the reason is the only honest one discoverable in 
the whole sordid shameful story of the bribery, corruption, 
and lying which has enveloped the flash point question since 
the inexplicable vo/te-face by which the 100 deg. flash point 
was lowered to 73 deg., despite the protests of the majority 
of scientific men who reported on it. We hope the reason 
is that the lives of English men, women, and children shall 
be saved, and that the smell of roasting human flesh shall 
no longer perfume Rockefeller’s millions. We hope the 
treason of the closed doors conference is that the members 
of Parliament forming the Commission are tired of the 
wholesale expert lying; that they have grasped the 
moral of Iowa and of Glasgow, and have compared the 
freedom of Iowa and Glasgow from deaths and fires 
by lamp explosions with the position in London and 
the provinces, where each day yields its victim. The 
people of the United Kingdom owe a great debt of grati- 
tude to Zhe Star for its consistent advocacy of the truth, 
and of public safety on this question. Honest men look 
to the Select Committee to mark its sense of the lying and 
bribery which has disgraced the evidence tendered to it by 
the American Oil Gang’s emissaries by raising the flash 
point to at least roodeg., and falsify Rockefeller’s boast that 
“English officials and ‘ experts’ have their price, and that 
the Standard Oil Co.’s money can in the future work 
England’s legislature, as it has done in the past.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Reigate, John Redding, of the “ Red Lion,” Kings- 
wood, was summoned at the instance of Inspector Kyle, 
employed by the Surrey County Council, for selling Scotch 
whisky which was adulterated with 6 per cent. of water 
over and above the minimum strength allowed.—Mr. 
Talbot Kyle said that on March 17th he went to the “ Red 
Lion,” Kingswood, and purchased half-a-pint of Scotch 
whisky, for which he paid 1s. 4d. He sent one of the 
three parts into which it was divided to the public analyst. 
The certificate of the public analyst showed that the spirit 
was adulterated to the extent of 6 per cent.—The defendant 
pleaded guilty, but said it was due to an accident. He had 





broken his breaking down thermometer. He was particu- 
larly pressed, and thought he had had sufficient experience 
to break down the whisky without it.—He was fined ros. 
and costs. 


COFFEE. 


Tuomas HALE, grocer, of 62, Battersea Rise, was sum- 
moned by the Battersea Vestry, on April 2oth, for selling 
coffee adulterated with 8 per cent. of chicory. He pleaded 
guilty, and said his customers preferred the chicory in the 
coffee. Mr. Rose, the magistrate, said he should put the 
word “chicory ” on the bags containing the mixture. He 
inflicted a penalty of 40s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


SUGAR. 


At Kingston, Wm. Leach, Joseph Haines Leach, and Thos. 
Leach, trading as Leach Brothers, at Eden Street, Kingston, 
were summoned for selling to Robert Alfred Houghton 
Demerara sugar which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded, being a sample of dyed sugar crystals. 
Mr. Walters, ex-police inspector, said he entered the 
defendants’ shop on March 30th, and asked for 1lb. of 
Demerara sugar. He received some sugar and paid 13d. 
for it. Witness handed it to Mr. Houghton, at the shop 
door, and Mr. Houghton returned to the counter and 
divided the sugar for analysis. Witness was sent specially 
for Demerara sugar, and that was what he did ask for. 
Robert Houghton, County Council Inspec‘or, said that on 
March 3oth he sent thelast witness to buy the Demerara sugar 
at the defendants’ shop. Witness received the sugar from the 
last witness, and after dividing it he sent part to be analysed, 
gave the defendants a part, and kept a part for production in 
court. Witness produced the analyst’s certificate, which 
showed the sugar was dyed crystal sugar, and was not 
Demerara at all.—The defendants said it was sold as “13d 
sugar.” The man who bought it may not have asked 
plainly whether it was Demerara sugar that he wanted.—The 
defendants’ assistant called out from the back of the court 
that he sold the sugaras “14d crystal.”—On being sworn he 
said his name was Norman Bush. He served Mr. Walters 
with “ rlb. of sugar,” for which he paid 13d. The man asked 
for “rlb. of sugar.”—Cross-examined : The man did not ask 
for ‘‘ 11b. of Demerara sugar.” —The defendants said that the 
man had got value for his money.—The Bench pointed out 
that he asked for Demerara sugar and got something else. 
The Bench inflicted a fine of £1, and £1 55s. costs, 0 
which ros: 6d. was the analyst’s fee, and 3s. 6d. witness’s 
fee. 


BUTTER. 


At Glasgow, on April 22nd, the following cases under 
the Food and Drugs Act were disposed of : 

James Chaplin, grocer, 88, West Scotland Street, Kin- 
ning Park, denied having on March 24th exposed margarine 
for sale without having the necessary label attached. 

Inspector Hugh Wood deponed that when he visited 
the shop he saw that several lumps of margarine were un- 
labelled except for two printed labels, “splendid” and 
“perfection.” He had asked for half a pound of butter 
at 8d., but was told that he could only have margarine at 
this price, so with this explanation he bought the margarine. 

The evidence for the defence was that the day on which 
the inspector called was “tidying-up ” day, that the shop- 
men were busy tidying up at the time the officers paid their 
visit, and that was how the margarine labels were temporarily 
removed. 

The Sheriff, in finding the charge proven, said that it 
was quite true the shop must be tidied up, but it was also 
true that the Act must be observed. In the circumstances 
he would admonish the respondent, finding him liable only 
in the expenses, £2 2s. 

David Ferguson, grocer, 6, West Scotland Street, 
Kinning Park, admitted having, on March 24th, exposed 
margarine for sale without being labelled, and having used 
unlabelled wrappers. He said he had, by mere neglect, 
omitted to put a label on the margarine, and in regard to 
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the wrappers he had none on hand except a few soiled 
ones. . 
A penalty of £2 for each offence, with “1 16s. 6d. of 


expenses was imposed. 


label from the tub in order to serve her. 


A penalty of £3 and £1 16s. 6d. of expenses was 
imposed on Adam Cuthbertson, 133, Paisley Road (West), 
Kinning Park, for exposing margarine for sale without 
exhibiting the requisite ticket, and in relation to this case 
his Lordship remarked that there seemed to be an idea 
that a label was not necessary for the lump from which 
customers were served. It was just that very lump that 


_ required particularly to be labelled. 


James Watson, 90, West Scotland Street, Kinning 
Park, was fined £4, with £2 2s. of expenses, for having 
exposed margarine for sale without exhibiting a label and 
not having used printed wrappers. 

Davip Moreav, of 150, Holloway Road, was summoned 
by the Islington Vestry for selling butter containing 100 
per cent. of margarine, Miss Penelope Clarke, as agent of 
the Vestry, asked the assistant for “a pound of tenpenny 
butter,” and was served from an unlabelled tub. The 
substance was placed in a paper—which she afterwards 


_ found was stamped with the word “ margarine ”—and the 


packet was put into an unstamped bag. Cross-examined 
by Mr. W. Ricketts, senr., witness denied that she asked 
for “a pound of ten,” or that the assistant removed the 
While the 
inspector was in the shop the manageress put a label on the 
tub. On analysis the substance purchased was found to be 
margarine. Evidence for the defence was called in accord- 
Mr. Bros was satisfied 
that the tub was labelled, and dismissed this summons, 
The defendant was then summoned for selling butter 
not of the nature and quality demanded by the purchaser, 


‘This was practically the same offence, the complaint here 
being that the purchaser could not see the stamped paper 


within the bag. Mr. Ricketts contended that the stamped 


_ wrapper complied with all the requirements of the law, and 


quoted cases in support of his argument. Mr. Bros was of 


_ opinion that an offence was here committed, the purchaser 


having asked for butter and received quite another article. 
The cases referred to were not to this point. Defendant 
was fined £20, with 2s. costs. Mr. Ricketts asked for the 
opportunity of taking a case on the point as to whether a 
man could be tried twice over for the same offence as in 
this case. Mr. Bros said he would be glad to have the 
point settled. 

At Wimbledon, Peter Lane, of 61, Hayden’s-road, 
Wimbledon, was summoned for selling butter adulterated 
with 60 per cent. of foreign fat. Charles John Martin, 
inspector, Wimbledon, said that on March 29th he went to 
the defendant’s shop in Hayden’s Road, and saw his wife 
there. He asked her for half-a-pound of shilling butter, 
and she served him with it in the wrapper produced, which 
had no mark on it. Witness took a portion of the butter 
to the public analyst, whose certificate, signed by Dr. 
Stevenson, showed that there was 60 per cent. of foreign 
fats, and that the butter fat did not exceed 22 per cent. 
Defendant said he bought the butter at rod. per lb., and 
knew of nothing the matter with it. In answer to the 


Chairman, Mr. Martin said the butter would be valued at 


6d. per 1b. retail. Defendant was ordered to pay a fine of 
40s., the costs 12s. 6d., and the public analyst’s fee ros. 6d. 

- At Middlesbrough, on April 22nd, before the Stipendiary 
(Mr. C. J. Coleman), Hugh Michael Harrington, of East 
Street, was charged with having sold butter containing not 
less than 70 per cent. of fats, other than butter fats.—Mr. 
George Barnley prosecuted, and Mr. Theo. Ward defended. 

Mr. Barnley said defendant dealt in butter and mar- 
garine rather largely. Defendant did a large trade in what 
he called “ rod. butter.” It was not butter. 

George Anderson, Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, said latterly his duties with respect to the small-pox 
epidemic had taken up a great deal of his time. Now that 
the epidemic was passing away he had more time to attend 
to his duties under the Food and Drugs Act. On March 
29th he sent a man to defendant’s shop and gave him trod, 
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to make a purchase. He tollowed the man, and found him 
just receiving a parcel. He divided the contents of the 
parcel into three parts, and told defendant one part would 
be sent for analysis. There was nothing on the bulk to 
show that it was not butter. He put in the certificate of 
the borough analyst, with at least 753 per cent. of fats other 
than butter fats. 

Mr. Ward took exception to the certificate on the ground 
that the weight was not stated. 

The Stipendiary held that there was nothing in the 
objection. 

Cross-examined, Mr. Anderson said he saw the word 
margarine on the dish, from which he understood the 
sample had been taken. 

Arthur Meynell said he went to defendant’s shop and 
asked for a pound of 1od. butter. It was supplied by 
defendant himself. The butter was covered with a cloth at 
the back. The cloth had tumbled down over the front. 
He did not see the word margarine on it at all. 

Mr. Ward said defendant was very busy at the time and 
did not put the butter in a proper wrapper. All the dishes 
were marked “ margarine.” 

Defendant said the word ‘“ margarine” on the dish was 
not concealed by the cloth. What was sold was sold as a 
mixture of margarine and butter. 

Mr. Coleman: 75 per cent. of other fats. 

Defendant : It is a good mixture. 

Mr. Barnley : A very bad mixture would have 99 per 
cent. of other fats. 

Mr. Coleman said the case was fully made out. De- 
fendant would be fined 4os. and costs. 

Margaret Mardon was then charged with a similar 
offence, the adulteration in this case being 80 per cent.— 
Mr. Barnley again appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Ward to 
defend.—Defendant at first pleaded not guilty, but, after a 
suggestion by Mr. Coleman that Mr. Ward should confer 


. with his client, that plea was withdrawn. 


Defendant was fined 4os. and costs. Mr. Coleman said 
if he had any more cases of this kind before him he would 
feel bound to increase the penalty by a substantial amount. 
He had before remarked that there were very few of such 
cases brought before. him, and, seeing that the inspector 
kept a very sharp look-out, this spoke well for the tradesmen 
of Middlesbrough. 

Commenting on the Stipendiary’s remarks, the North 
Star says: “Mr. Coleman did well to compliment the 
Sanitary Inspector of Middlesbrough yesterday upon the 
keenness with which he watches over the food supplies of 
the town with a view to preventing the inhabitants being 
defrauded by those who adulterate food stuffs, or having 
their health endangered by those who would not hesitate to 
purvey diseased and unwholesome meat, etc., were they not 
carefully watched. Mr. Anderson has proved over and over 
again that he is the right man in the right place as sanitary 
inspector and inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, by 
bringing to justice those who have sold unwholesome or 
adulterated food. Latterly he has been battling night and 
day against the small-pox, and has not been able to attend 
to much else. Some unscrupulous people have taken 
advantage of this fact, and have been selling adulterated 
butter and other things. However, the inspector got 
an inkling of what was going on, and a _ warning 
was yesterday given to offenders in this direction, 
Mr, Coleman stating his intention of dealing severely with 
any future cases of the kind brought before him. In the 
two cases in which fines were yesterday inflicted, it was 
suggested that people knew very well they were not buying 
butter, but a mixture, but this plea did not secure the 
acquittal of the offenders. If others have been conducting 
their business on similar lines they had better at once adopt 
methods more in consonance with the law.” 

At West Ham, on April 25th, Hannah Tann, a widow, 
keeping a provision shop at 30, Stratford-Road, Plaistow, 
was summoned for selling adulterated butter, and with 
selling margarine not properly labelled.—Mr. W. T. Ricketts 
prosecuted, and said that the summons was taken out at 
the instance of the Butter Association, On March 28th, 
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Mr. Ward, the informant, and an assistant, went to the shop, 
and asked for six ounces of shilling butter. Defendant’s 
brother served it in a plain wrapper, and when the sub- 
substance was analysed it proved to be margarine. 
—Mr J 
and said that the practice was not a regular one in 
defendant’s  shop.—Mr. Baggallay imposed a fine of 
£3, and £1 18s. 6d. on the first summons, and 7s., the 
costs, in the second case. ——Robert A. Plowman, of 74, 
Stratford Road, Plaistow, was summoned for ‘similar 
offences ; and Mr. King, who defended, said an: assistant 
served the stuff by mistake.— Defendant was fined 43 and 
ZI 18s. 6d. costs for selling the butter adulterated, and 
AI and costs for selling the margarine unlabelled. 
George Curry, of 64, Angel Lane, Stratford, was also sum- 
moned for like offences, and was fined £3 and £1 18s. 6d. 
costs on the first information, and 20s. and 7s. costs on the 
second. 





MILK PROSECUTIONS. 
A LOOPHOLE FOR DISHONESTY. 


AT a meeting of the Works and Sanitary Committee of 
the Swansea Corporation, Alderman Mayne, the chairman, 
referred to the dismissal of a charge brought before the 
magistrates of adulterating milk in which the analyst’s 
certificate showed that there was 20 per cent. of added 
water. The case was dismissed on the ground that the 

- inspector had asked for “‘that” milk instead of for ‘‘ pure” 
or “fresh” milk ; and the inspector reported tl.at in future 
it would be practically impossible to successfully prosecute 
in cases of adulteration, because when the inspectors asked 
for “ fresh” milk the chances were that the sellers would 
“smell a rat.”—-The Town Clerk was directed to bring the 
matter to the notice of the Municipal Corporations 
Association. 

At Greenwich, Eliza Pack, of 20, Silwood Street, was 
summoned by Inspector Cockburn, of Rotherhithe Vestry, 
for adulterating milk with ro per cent, of extraneous water. 
The inspector deposed that he knocked at the defendant’s 
door and asked for a pint of milk. There were two pans 
on a stool in the passage ; she wanted to serve him out of 
one, but he demanded it out of the other. The magistrate 
inflicted a fine of £2 and 2s. costs, and stated if he had 
many of these cases brought before him he would inflict the 
full penalty. 

At Enfield, Isaac Gregg, milk-seller, of Angel Road, 
Edmonton, appeared to an adjourned summons alleging 
that he sold milk from which an amount of cream had been 
abstracted.—The case was adjourned for the production of 
further evidence, and Mr. Bevan, County Analyst, attended 
and gave evidence to the effect that 19 per cent. of fat had 
been extracted from the sample which was sent him by 
Inspector Bridge.—Defendant urged that he simply sold the 
milk as he bought it in the street from a company’s van, and 
the Bench advised him that he could recover as against 


S. King, for defendant, admitted the facts, | 








them in respect to the fine, 20s., and costs 19s. 6d., she 
was imposed. 


Dersy Dairy COMPANY FINED. 
At Chesterfield Borough Court, on April 21st, before 


_ Messrs. Marriott, Shea, and Eastwood, John and George 


Heald, milk dealers, of Derby, were summoned for selling 
milk adulterated with water to the extent of 7 per cent. on 
February 22nd. Mr. Dryden represented the defendants, 
and Mr. J. Middleton the prosecution. The case had been 
adjourned for the purpose of a sample of the milk taken to 
be sent to Somerset House to see if the analysis agreed with 


the one made by Mr. Allen, the public analyst for the 
borough. The examination made by Mr. Allen showed 93 
_ parts of milk of very poor quality, and seven parts of added 


water.—Mr. Stanton, the Magistrates’ Clerk, read the 
certificate from Somerset House, which stated that there was 
not less than seven parts of added water. For the defence 
it was stated that the milk had been sold in the same state 
in which it was received, and the firm, which did a large 
business, received warranties from the farmers who supplied 
the milk.—The Chairman said the Bench were thoroughly 
satisfied that the Dairy Company were responsible for the 
added water, and a fine of gos. and costs was imposed. 


MEAT. . 


At Clerkenwell, on April igth, Albert Williams 
knacker’s man, of 19, Bridge Street, Leominster, Hereford., 
shire, was summoned before Mr. Horace Smith for deposit- 
ing at 111, Charterhouse Street, St. Sepulchre’s, four 
quarters of beef which were diseased and unfit for the food 
of man. The summons was taken out by the Holborn 
District Board of Works, for whom Mr. W. Ricketts, jun., 
appeared: Mr. Hughes appeared for the defendant. The 
quarters of beef were seized by Inspector Billing on March 
11th, taken to Clerkenwell Police-court, and condemned by 
Mr. Horace Smith. The meat was of a magenta colour, 
the kidneys were diseased and inflamed, and the animal 
had evidently suffered from peritonitis. The animal had 
either died a natural death or was killed when in a dying 
state. Mr. Horace Smith imposed a total penalty of £15. 

At the Guildhall, on April 25th, Thomas Sampson Bell, 


Hay House Farm, Earl’s Colne, near Halstead, Essex, was _ 


summoned, as owner of the diseased carcasses of two pigs, 
which were sent to the meat market. Mr. Vickery, who 
prosecuted, said that he attributed to the defendant gross care- 
lessness; but under the Act guilty knowledge was not neces- 
sary toa conviction, Dr. W. Sedgwick Saunders (medical 
officer of health for the City) said these carcasses were brought 
tohim on the rst of April. Each weighed 22 |b., whereas the 
weight should have been 80 lb. The pigs were about three 
months old. They were wet, emaciated, almost skeletons ; 
the kidneys were without fat, and there were signs of acute 
inflammation about the ribs. They were totally unfit for 
human food. Bad pork was more injurious than. other 
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meat. John Leeson, an inspector, said he seized the 
carcasses and they were condemned. Mr. Fryer, for the 
defence, produced evidence to show that the defendant was 
a most respectable man, and contended that when the pigs 
were killed there was nothing to excite suspicion. Alder- 
man Treloar imposed a fine of £5 and £3 3s. costs. 

At Newcastle, on April 23rd, Arthur Robertson was 
brought before the Bench on two charges of having exposed 
for sale at Tindall’s Meat Market, Newcastle, beef that was 
“unfit for the food of man.” Mr. Hill Motum prosecuted 
and Mr. G. Parsons defended. 

Inspector Hedley said that on February 28th he saw at 
Tindall’s Meat Market two sides of beef, which belonged 
to the defendant. The animal, of which they were a por- 
tion, seemed to have been in a dying condition when it was 
killed. The liver had “flukes” init. Doctors Armstrong and 
Stephenson had examined the meat. On March 1st other 
beef belonging to the defendant was also exposed for sale 
at the same place. It was not in such bad condition. 
Defendant afterwards said he had bought the animal when 
it was dead. The same medical men saw it, and ordered it 
to be destroyed. 

Dr. Armstrong said with regard to the first lot of meat 
there was not sufficient evidence to show what had been the 
matter with the animal in life. The meat was quite unfit 
for food. 

Mr. Parsons: Was the appearance of the younger animal 
suggestive of its having been choked by a turnip ? 

Dr. Armstrong: I could not say that it was not. 

Dr. Stephenson said that both carcases were unfit for 
food. 

For the defence Mr. Parsons said that his client was a 
tailor by trade, that his father had died, and that lately he 
had been carrying on his father’s business for the benefit of 
his mother. He had carried it on to the best of his ability. 
There was nothing, he contended, unsound about the beef, 
although it was not fit for human food. His client told him 
that he had bought the animals Jona fide in the ordinary 
course of business. One of the animals had been choked 
by a turnip. They were slaughtered directly they were 
purchased. Robertson was only 19. _If he had erred, he 
had erred entirely in ignorance. He had paid reasonable 
prices for the beasts. 

A fine of £5 on each of the two summonses was 
inflicted. 

Wm. Steel, of Stob Hill, was also summoned on a 
similar charge. He admitted, in reply to the charge, that 
the beef was his ; but he added that he was as ignorant as 
the child unborn of knowing that the beef was unfit for 
food. 

Mr. Hill Motum said that the meat was that of an 
animal that had been suffering from tuberculosis. Dr. 
Armstrong bore this out. Defendant said he had never 
been in a court before, and he did not know what tuber- 
culosis was. He had been told that the beef was quite fit 
for sale, or he would have kept it for his own private use. 
—A fine of £5 was inflicted. 


THE DANGERS OF TINNED MEAT. 


Mr. JOHN WINGATE, chemists’ assistant, of Lincoln, his 
wife, family, and a guest were all taken seriously ill on 
April 23rd, after breakfast. It appears that, on the 2rst, 
Mrs. Wingate purchased a tinned tongue, and when this 
was opened on Sunday there was not the slightest indication 
of anything wrong. The guest noticed a peculiar taste 
when eating the tongue, but said nothing, and the other 
members of the family, who had bacon with it, did not 
observe anything wrong. An hour or two later all were 
seized with colic pains and vomiting, and the symptoms of 
poisoning became so pronounced that medical assistance was 
summoned. Miss Wingate was attending service in Wesley 
Chapel when taken ill, and had to be assisted from the 
sanctuary. She remained in a critical condition all day. 
Mr. Wingate, who was present at the service, also had to 
return home, and so serious was the illness all round that 
all the family and the guest were confined to bed, and were 
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under the charge of three doctors. It was late at night 
before all danger was passed. The remains of the tongue 
were carefully examined by Dr. Brook and Dr. Watkins. 
Apparently it was all right, but on being closely smelt a 
faint mustiness could be detected. It was so faint, how- 
ever, as to be almost imperceptible. 


DRUGS. 


IMPORTANT CASE AT CAERPHILLY. 


A PROSECUTION under the Food and Drugs Act was 
heard at the Caerphilly Petty Sessions on April 19th, the 
defendant being William Rees, grocer, of the Household 
Stores, Llanbradach, who was summoned for selling 
adulterated olive oil. Mr. W. E. R. Allen appeared to 
prosecute on behalf of the County Council, and Mr. George 
David (Messrs. David and Evans) defended. Inspector 
John Williams purchased at defendant’s shop four ounces 
of what purported to be olive oil, but which on analysis was 
certified to contain go per cent. of earth or pig-nut oil, 
Mr. David, for the defence, took the technical objection 
that the certificate was void, as it omitted the words “ when 
weighed,” which were necessary since the article was sold 
by weight. He took the further objection that the pro- 
ceedings were w/tra vires, as the prosecution had not been 
instituted within one month from the taking of the sample, 
as prescribed by the Act. Mr. Allen asked the Bench, in 
the event of their entertaining these objections, to grant an 
adjournment pending the decision on appeal in a similar 
case. The Bench, however, dismissed the summons on 
the ground that the certificate of analysis was bad, but on 
the application of Mr. Allen they consented to state a case 
with the view of an appeal. 


COCOA AS A FOOD. 


In the Montgomery Hall, Sheffield, on April 21st, Dr. 
Andrew Wilson delivered a free lecture, to which all 
interested in health reforms were invited. The lecture, 
which was illustrated by an excellent series of limelight 
views, was entitled “ Our Foods, with suggestions regarding 
Food Reforms.” He proceeded by means of the views to 
illustrate that the one great rule of nutrition was that foods 
should more or less closely resemble the constitution of the 
body. Foods should be chosen which would properly dis- 
charge the double duties of building up the frame and 
supplying it with energy and power to do its work. The 
work of the body was done on non-nitrogenous foods, such 
as starch and fat, and not as was once supposed on nitro- 
genous foods. At the close of his remarks Dr. Wilson 
strongly deprecated the use of tea and coffee as beverages, 
which he said were not foods in any sense of the term. He 
predicted a very much higher state of health if cocoa 
replaced tea and coffee, because cocoa contained geod 
strengthening properties. 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON TUBERCULOSIS. 


THE Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the 
administrative procedures for controlling dangers to man 
through the use as food of the meat and milk of tuber- 
culous animals, recommends that in all towns and 
municipal boroughs in England and Wales, and in 
Ireland, powers shall be conferred on the authorities 
similar to those conferred on Scottish corporations and 
municipalities by the Act of 1892; and that in London the 
provision of public in substitution for private slaughter. 
houses should be considered in respect to the needs of 
London as a whole, no administrative authority having at 
present statutory power authorising it to provide public 
slaughter-houses other than for the slaughter of foreign 
cattle at the port of debarcation. 

The Commission also submit other recommendations. 
They think that the inspection of meat in rural districts 
should be carried out under the direction of the County 
Councils; that in Ireland the duty of carrying out inspec- 
tion should devolve upon authorities corresponding as 
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nearly as possible to those charged with that duty in Eng- 
land and Scotland ; that it should not be lawful to offer for 
sale the meat of any animal which has not been killed in a 
duly-licensed slaughter-house ; that no person should be in 
future permitted to act as a meat inspector until he has 
passed the qualifying examination before such authority as 
may he prescribed by the Local Government Board or the 
Board of Agriculture. 

It is also felt that the Local Government Board should 
be empowered to issue instructions from time to time for 
the guidance of meat inspectors, prescribing the degree of 
tubercular disease which in the opinion of the Board should 
cause a carcase or part thereof to be seized ; that notifica- 
tion of disease should be nade compulsory on the owners 
of all cows, whether in private dairies or those in which 
milk is offered for sale; that powers should be given to 


local authorities to take samples and make analyses from | 


time to time from milk produced and sold in their districts ; 
and that milk factors should be required to give sufficient 
information as to the sources from which their milk is 
derived. 


CHELSEA AND ADULTERATION. 


Dr. ParKkEs, Public Analyst, reported that twenty-four 
samples of milk were submitted to analysis during the 
quarter, twenty-two being genuine, one of inferior quality, 
and one adulterated with to per cent. of added water. 
The seller of the latter was summoned, and fined 20s. and 
ros. 6d. costs. Twelve samples of drugs and medical 
prescriptions were submitted to analysis. Seven of these 
were genuine samples, and five were deficient in strength 
below the standard prescribed by the British Pharmacopeceia. 
Fines amounting to 30s., with ros. 6d. costs, in each case, 
were inflicted. ‘Two samples of mustard, two of arrowroot, 
and two of corn flour were examined, all being genuine. 


OYSTERS ANO SARDINES. 


A REPORT from Mr. Consul Hearn, of Bordeaux, to the 
Foreign Office, states that a leading branch of industry of 
the Bordeaux district is that of oyster cultivation. The 
basin of Arcachon, he says, is the cradle of the bivalves, 
where they are reared and sent away, either for immediate 
consumption, or for education of an inverse kind, as the 
French taste is for green oysters, and the young oysters are 
sent in millions to Marennes, in the department of the 
Charente Inférieure, to become green. In that district the 
oyster-beds are covered with a delicate green weed of a 
perfectly wholesome and harmless nature, the scientific name 
of which is Navicula Ostrearia, and on which the oyster 
rapidly fattens, its beard acquiring a dark green hue, and 
the bivalve itself an exquisite flavour. Oysters are 
exported in large quantities by parcel post to private 
persons, and in larger quantities to wholesale dealers and 
growers. The price of Arcachon oysters of three years’ 
growth is about 4 fr. (3s. 4d.) per 1oo, while very fine fat 
“marennes” green oysters sell retail for 8 fr. (6s. 8d.) to 
12 fr. (10s.) per 100. The annual production of Arcachon 
oysters, Jaid down and bred, amount to between 300,000,000 
and 600,000,000. 
the French oyster-growing places varies from 120,000,000 
to 130,000,000, leaving some 450,000,000 for export and 
local consumption. There are so many different sizes of 
Arcachon oysters sold, that the average price is from 8 to 
ro fr. (6s. 8d, to 8s. 4d.) per 1,000. 

Sardine fishing during the past year was not only of 
greater importance than for some years back, but at the 
same time was general along the French coast. The season 
began early, and continued without interruption very late 
into the year, prices remaining moderate all through ; 
quarter tins with keys, choice fish, varying from £1 5s. to 
#1 8s., and other qualities in proportion. Sales dragged 
somewhat on account of the large production, and stocks 
at the close of the year were large. Few sprats were fished 
in French waters, and prices ranged from 14s. to 18s. per 
quarter tins according to dimensions, In Spain and 
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The number of oysters sent annually to | : ; 
_ heim, of Berlin, had told her that it was quite possible to 
| brew beer from glycerine and soapsuds, but she declined to 
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Portugal the results of the fishing were irregular, and prices 
for sardines remained low, ordinary qualities being quoted 
at 14s. and 16s. for quarter tins. Business in chinchards 
was quiet, the Brazilian market making little inquiry, so 
that prices in these fell very low indeed. At the end of 
1897 the rate of exchange in Spain and Portugal was higher 
than the previous year, being for Spain 32 per cent, as 
against 25 per cent.; and 48 per cent for Portugal, as 
against 4o per cent. The large stocks already on hand 


_ increased in 1897, and prices gave way about 20 per cent. 


on the product of these countries, as regards the ordinary 
kinds, while the finer qualities maintained their values 
better. . 


THE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND BACTERIOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION OF MILK. ) 


A DEPUTATION from Chambers of Agriculture will have 


an interview with the President of the Local Government 


Board early next month, in regard to the bacteriological 
examination of milk. The Food and Drugs Act only con- 
templates a chemical analysis with the object of detecting 
actual adulteration, and there is at present no legal means 
of preventing the sale of milk which may convey the germs 
of disease. There is a strong feeling among agriculturists 
that imported milk ought to be subjected to a bacterio- 
logical analysis, and we believe that experts are of opinion 
that the home product should be liable to a similar 
examination. 


NO ADULTERATION OF THE BEER “TOMMY ATKINS” 
DRINKS. 


THE Committee on Beer Materials has had interesting 
evidence given it by a lady brewer, Mrs. O. A. Frederica 
Lovibond, managing director of Henry Lovibond and Son, 
Limited. 

Mrs. Lovibond is a member of the Society of Chemical 
Industry, and has supplemented the echnological examina- 
tion of that body by taking a full brewing certificate, which 
means an examination in organic and inorganic chemistry 
as well. 

She carries on the brewery without the aid of a profes- 
sional brewer, giving instructions for everything that has to 
be done to “ two trustworthy foremen, who do as they are 
told.” 

She told the committee that, while sugar-beer might be 
equal in alcoholic strength to all-malt beer, it was less 
digestible and less palatable, and that sugar extract cost 
only about half the price that malt extract did. 

In all War Office contracts it was stipulated that the 
beer must be brewed from malt and hops only, and the 
contractor had the option of giving a guarantee that the 
beer would keep for twelve months in a hot climate or of 
leaving out this guarantee. 

The War Office was very careful to see that Tommy 
Atkins was well treated in the matter of his beer, and 
ordered what, in her opinion, was the excessive quantity of 
2olb, to the quarter, in addition to 2lb. of best English new 
dry hops put into each hogshead. The beer had to be 
examined at Somerset House. 

A great many years ago a friend, Dr. Alfons Oppen- 


make use of thé suggestion. 

Asked why brewers should be prevented or prejudiced 
in using foreign barley or malt adjuncts, if they answered 
the same purpose, Mrs. Lovibond said she did not want to 


| prevent them using anything they liked—even glycerine— 
| but at the same time she thought the public might as well 
| know what they were drinking. 


PROSECUTION OF THE ‘“ PICNIC BRAND” CONDENSEO 
MILK. 

AT Pontypool Petty Sessions on April 23rd (before Mr. 

E. J. Phillips and eight other justices), David Lewis, grocer, 


_ Garndiffaith, was charged with selling condensed milk to the 


prejudice of the purchaser on March 23rd, Mr. S. T. 
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Evans, of Cardiff(instructed by Mr. H. S. Gustard), prosecuted 
on behalf of the Monmouthshire County Council, and Mr. 
L. E. Webb, Pontypool, represented the defendant, 
Thomas Henry Lewis, inspector of weights and measures. 
stated that he was served by one of defendant’s assistants 
with a tin of condensed milk for the purpose of analysis. 


as having full cream, contained 0°70 per cent. of fat, whereas it 
should have contained ‘25 per cent., or twelve times more fat 
than it did. Defendant deposed that in July last he bought 
five cases of the milk, which had undergone no alteration, 
and he put in a letter from the firm that in removing their 


_ showed that the sample Prcxic Brand, which was represented 


_ premises that skimmed milks which were not labelled must | 


have been mixed with the full cream milk in a similar con- 
dition. The letter requested that any tins left of the 


regret at the mistake which had occurred. The Chairman 
_ said the Bench had gone carefully into the case, which was 
a very serious one so far as consumers of milk were con- 
cerned, and particularly the poorer classes. ‘Their Worships 
had no alternative but to inflict a substantial penalty, which, 
according to Mr. Webb, defendant would be able to recover 
i from the dealers. Fined £5, including costs. 
, 


We think that Mr. David Lewis should be recompensed | 


_ by the proprietors of the “ Picnic Brand” Condensed Milk 
tor the injury and the monetary loss he has suffered. 


: BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER. 
| CONVICTION AT PONTYPOOL. 


Joun JAMES Lockyer, of Garndiffaith, was sum- 
- moned at Pontypool, on April 23rd, for selling butter 
adulterated with boracic acid on March 23rd. Mr. S. T. 
Evans stated that when people bought butter they did not 
expect to be purchasing a drug. Unfortunately, however, 
boracic acid was used in several articles, and if people con- 
sumed this in butter the extent to which it was used in 
other articles had also to be taken-into consideration. Mr. 


Thompson, tbe county analyst, certified that the sample | 


contained 1°30 per cent. boracic acid, equal to 91 grains 








are doing away with both of these hitherto useful animals, 
and now a Frenchman, M. Emile Levy, has discovered a 
mode of treating hens so that they will produce ferruginous 
eggs. He, like some inventors of fancy breeds, desires to 
save the human stomach as much labour as possible, and . 
prefers to throw it altogether upon the hen. When iron is 
ordered as a medicine it is found that it is a very difficult 
one for the stomach to assimilate, but hens can digest 
anything, apparently—-even iron. Under the treatment of 
M. Levy a salt of iron is given to the hens with grains of 
wheat. A dozen of these medicated grains in a day makes 


| the hen’s eggs, after three or four days, very rich in already- 


digested iron. 
Iron from eggs is all very good, and no doubt many 


| bakers would be only too pleased if they could get sufficient 


_ of that metal from their poultry stock to keep up the wear 
§ consignment should be returned at once, and expressed | 


and tear in their bakehouse stock ; but what do our teetotal 
friends think of producing alcoholic milk from the cow! 
We believe that there are some intoxicating drinks that are 
usually mixed with milk, and we are also aware that much 
has been made over the alcohol that is stated to be con- 
tained in certain makes of ginger beer. It is not likely 


_ that many of our temperance friends have looked with any 


great suspicion upon the innocent aerated water be- 
cause of these gibes, or, if they feel inclined to, we 
can recommend them with every confidence to turn 
their aitention to those lime juices, that are so 
much in evidence at certain association gatherings. Itisa 
very serious matter, however, when milk contains alcohol, 


-and one of those busy, interfering, and never-resting 


analytical chemists has found thit some milk which came 


_ straight from the cow had as much alcohol as if it had 


come straight from the distillery. The only satisfaction 


_ that can be found out of the statement, however, is that 
_ the cows belong to a distillery, and were fed upon the 
_ waste, and this probably accounted for their dissolute 


| habits. 


_ per pound, or far in excess of what was required as a _ 


preservative. 
butter for this acid, and the highest contained 63 grains. 
He had found it in butter, cream and milk, sausages, 
smoked fish, haddocks, kippers, hams, bacon preserved 
fruit, corned beef, and pork, and even in eggs, which were 
soaked in a strong brine. Witness considered it would be 
a most difficult matter for people to avoid taking borax in 
these days. 
of Glamorgan and the borough of Swansea, agreed with the 
statements of the last witness, the result of his analysis 
being the same. Dr. Marsh, who had practised at Newport 
over twenty-three years, said he had used boracic acid as a 
drug rather extensively externally, and from time to 
time as a medicine internally. He thought that while 
being administered the patient should have full super- 
vision of a medical man. Used internally it had 
a very powerful influence, and_ retarded the first 
act of digestion on the stomach. The largest dose he had 
prescribed was ro grains for about 12 days. 
for any length of time it was an irritant of intestinal com- 
plaints, and he had stopped using it. He should call 
butter adulterated like the sample a very good kind of 
boracic ointment. Dr. H. Jones, medical officer of New- 


port, agreed with the evidence of Dr. Marsh. Defendant | 


said the butter was sold by him the same as he received it. 
A penalty of £5 was imposed, and the Bench hoped 
defendant would be able to recover the amount from the 
person that supplied him. 

In this hope we concur. Mr. Lockyer, in future, should 
insist upon a warranty. 


FERRUGINOUS EGGS AND ALCHOLIC COS 


THERE appears to be no end to the autocratic manner 
in which science can use cows and hens. Some scientists 


Clarence Arthur Seyler, analyst for the county | 


When used | 


He had, he said, tested over 400 samples of | 








It is one of those disturbing little factors which 
creep into scientific investigations. In the meantime, our 
teetotal friends can drink the yinger-beer and milk with 
easy consciences, as long as they do not take them mixed.— 
British Baker. 


MILE END VESTRY AND ADULTERATION. 


Mr. R. H. HARLAND, the Public Analyst, presented his 
quarterly report as follows: “I have analysed 75 samples 
collected by your inspectors. ‘The number comprised: 21 
samples of milk, 20 genuine and 1 ad nixed with 7 per cent. 
of added water; 14 samples of butter, 13 genuine and 1 
consisted entirely of margarine; 2 samples of spirits, 1 
genuine and 1 (whisky) 5 degrees below the minimum 
strength allowed by the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 
Amendment Act, 1879; 11 samples of mustard, 9 genuine 
and 2 admixed with 14 and 30 per cent. respectively of 
wheat flour coloured with turmeric ; 9 samples of coffee, 7 
genuine and 2 admixed with chicory to the extent of 65 and 
70 per cent. respectively. The remaining samples con- 
sisted of bread, cheese, flour, oatmeal, and pepper, and 
were genuine.” 


JAPANESE MUSHROOMS. 

Mr. Rosert P. PortTER, who has been conducting 
investigations into the industries of Japan, states that one 
of the most interesting studies in that country is the grow- 
ing of mushrooms in the Shikoku Jsland, where most of 
the camphor is produced. This is an important article of 
export, mostly to China, and during the year 1895, the 
last year fcr which the returns are available, the quantity 
of mushrooms exported from Japan to all coun- 
tries amounted to 1,780,597 pounds. Of the numerous 
species of edible mushrooms, the one called Shutake is 
the most important, being abundantly exported abroad and 
also used for many culinary purposes at home. Logs 


| which are used for cultivating this mushroom are various 
| species of oak. 


| room is produced are the provinces forming Shikoku, 


The principal districts where this mush- 


Kiushiu, Wakayama, and Shiozuka prefectures. Oak trees 


¥ T a. < Wea. 
. wae «> 


~ 


~ 


- 


838 FOOD AND 


~ ae ae 
4 “er OT _ 2 sal a ay oo 7 


Ata 


- 


SANITATION. April 30, 1898. 








twenty-five to thirty-three years old are felled in the autumn, 
and incisions made with axes at intervals of three 
or four inches, the incisions generally reaching 
the woody layer. The trees are then cut into logs of 
four or five feet in length and left in dark, secluded 
parts of the forest. After the third year mushrooms 
make their appearance in the incised portions. When the 
growth lessens they are replaced by new logs. The mush- 
room grows at each season of the year, winter, spring, 
summer and autumn, but the growth in winter and spring 
is the result of artificial stimulus. The logs are steeped in 
water for a number of hours, according to the dryness of 
locality, and then struck with pommels or axes to prepare 
the beds for facilitating the growth of the mushrooms. The 
autumn crop is the most abundant. After being collected, 
mushrooms are dried either by the sun or by artificial heat. 
—Jour. Soc. Arts. (Sci. A.) 


THE ADULTERATION OF DRINK. 


A SITTING of the Royal Commission inquiring into the 
Liquor Laws was held last week, Viscount Peel presiding. 
Some interesting evidence as to the method of adulterating 
whisky and brightening up porter in the West of Ireland 
was given by District-Inspector F. G. Ball, who is in charge 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary at Tralee. This witness 
stated that, according to his experience, there was a growing 
preference for porter instead of whisky in Tralee and 
Fermoy, owing to the fact that whisky was adulterated 
in a manner not yet detected. Men were sometimes 
seen in Tralee in a_ state jof drunkenness bordering 
on madness. Such a condition of intoxication as 
he had observed at times could not, he was _ sure, 
have been produced unless the spirit drunk had been 
adulterated. On recovery from a drunken bout in the 
morning a man frequently had not the least recollection of 
what had occurred overnight, and on learning what had 
happened exj:ressed astonishment and regret. He was in 
possession of a recipe for the manufacture of ‘ whisky,” 
which had come to him in peculiar circumstances. On one 
occasion a fair was about te take place in a big town, the 
occasion being made a public holiday. The inhabitants 
came in from the surrounding districts, in order to attend 
the fair and take part in the public festivities. A certain 
publican happened to be in gaol on the day of the fair, 
awaiting trial on a charge of manslaughter. His 
son, who ordinarily carried on the business of a 
farmer in the neighbourhood, went to see the old man in 
prison for the express purpose of learning the recipe for 
preparing the ‘“‘whisky” to be sold at the fair. The 
recipe was given, and it came into the hands of the police. 
It was as follows: ‘‘ Two gallons of new whisky, one gallon 
of rum, half a gallon of methylated spirit, known as ‘ finish,’ 
four gallons of water, and one drachm of sulphate of 
copper.” Witness did not know what would be the result 
of drinking a liquor so prepared. At any rate he should 
not like to drink it himself. In regard to the brightening 
up of porter witness declared that another publican had 
been overheard to say: “If you mix a little soap and 
water with porter you can easily work it up and put a head 
on it.” 


NEW USE FOR SKIM MILK. 


A CREAMERY in Newark, N.J, is using skim milk in 
the manufacture of a product for putting the glazing on 
fine quality paper. ‘The Standard Butter Company of 
Owego has now commenced the manufacture of their new 
product which is to utilise and create a value for their skim 
milk and thus allow the payment of better prices for milk. 
The product is a sizing to be used by paper manufacturers 
to put the glazing on fine quality papers. Heretofore a fine 
quality of glue with other compounds has been used, but 
it was recently discovered that a much better and cheaper 
sizing could be made from skim milk. The Standard Com- 
pany has now made a five-year contract to furnish this to 
some large paper manufacturers. At the creamery in this 














village, in charge of N. Haster, the new product is now 
The skim milk is put in a vat, treated with | 


being made. 
chemicals and heated until curd is formed, then the curd is 
washed and pressed and shipped to the headquarters at 
Owego. 
and improved drying kiln, where it is dried in about twelve 
hours, then bagged and is ready for shipment. 


YEAST FOR FOOD. 


THE possible value of yeast as a food has been 
frequently recognised, so there is no reason to feel surprised 
at learning that practical experiments have recently deter- 
mined that it is to have a definite place among our food 
products. The Western Brewer gives publication to the 
results achieved, and is our authority for the following com- 
ments: 

On the one hand it has been discovered that the yeast 
can be converted into an article very similar to extract of 
meat, and on the other hand an article similar to milk, or 
to extract of milk, is made of the yeast. The first process 
has been patented, and its details have not been published, 
but the latter process has been devised by Prof. Siebel, and 
it is not intended to have it patented, but its details are 
submitted to the public for free general use. Siebel’s 
process for converting the yeast into a milk-like article 
appears to be a very simple one. It consists in 
washing the yeast with water, with or without the addition 
ot carbonate of ammonia, pressing and partly drying after- 
ward. In this condition the yeast is mixed with about one- 
fourth sugar (pure grape sugar preferred) and some fine 
starch, by which these originally dry and solid constituents 
are converted into a syrupy mass, which in colour and 
consistency, as well asin composition, has much in com- 
mon with condensed milk. The formation of this syrupy 
mass is due to a combination of the sugar with some of the 
yeast constituents. It can be produced in the form of a 
powder, or of tablets as well, and is cilled, ‘ yeast sugar ” 
by the inventor. This yeast sugar may be utilised in 
various ways. If mixed with a sufficient quantity of water, 
a white emulsion is produced which can be used in place of 
skimmed milk as sold in the market for many purposes, 
excepting for infants’ food, however. This may be in‘erred 
from. the chemical composition of the two products. 


Solution of | Skimmed 

Yeast Sugar. Milk. 
Water ; Bob se 82°3 88°5 
Albuminoids Rey ae a 6°5 41 
Saccharine matter es aaa 8-2 5°3 
Fat oo See ae aoe o'7 14 
Starchy constituents... os I'5 
Ash oes nce aoe ose o's o7 


These analyses show that the essential constituents of 
both products are present therein in similar proportions, 
and the constituents of the ash are also the same mineral 
salts, phosphates, etc. If Siebel’s yeast sugar is dried at a 
temperature sufficiently high, a partial caramelisation takes 
place, and the result is a brown aromatic substance, an 
infusion of which by boiling water furnishes a drink which 
stands between coffee and chocolate as far as colour and 
consistency are concerned, but as far as nourishing proper- 
ties are concerned it stands far above either of them. The 
stimulating effects of this draught are free from the toxic 
effects of coffee, etc. 

It is a little odd to think of yeast as a food, but it isn’t 
safe to be astonished at anything at this end of the century. 
All the natural needs and artificial wants of mankind are cr 
can be supplied by artificial means and products, in a 
manner and to a degree undreamt and unhoped but a very 
short time ago. 


CHANGES AT THE GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


SEVERAL changes are announced in the staff of the 
Government Laboratories. Mr. Bannister, who has been 
Deputy-Principal since 1874, retires after over 40 years’ 
service. He will be succeeded by Mr. Helm. Mr. 
Holmes, one of the superintendent analysts, also retires. 


There the curd is ground fine and put in a large. 









ee Sy ee ee ee 
’ 


= "S 


-_ 
” 
‘ 


7 af ¢ 
. 
2 


ide ) “ 


ie a ee) - —_—<—_.7 
Sarce ey ee pe 
toae 
+ t 


May 7, 1898. 


“ WINCARNIS” 


- LIBBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 


é IS THE FINEST TONIO IN THE WORLD. 
OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 
Have been received from Medical Men. 
SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 
Have been awarded. 
So7d in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 





Bole Manufacturers: 


COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
_ & 2%, 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 833 Stamps 





NOTICE TO READERS. 


Foop AND SANITATION will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates :— 


Three months 1/8 
Six oe 3/3 
Twelve ,, 6/6 


Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, Neva Grange 
Loats-road, London, S,W., to whom all communications for the 
Editor are to be addressed. 


Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
row London, E.C, Price 5/- each. 


Binding Cases for Foop AND SanitTaTion, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALxEn, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price ts. 6d. each. 





CONTENTS. 


Pace 843.—Boracic Acid in Food. 
,, 844.—Appeals. 
»  845.—Water at Spirit Price. 
»  846.—Milk.—Sugar.—Butter. 
» 847.—Coffee.—Poisoning by Tinned Tongue.—Margarine and 
Excess Water in Butter Prosecutions. 
» 848.—The American Oil Gang’s Game Stopped in Holland.— 
‘The Need for Pasteur Filters in Dairy Work.—Butter 
Scotch and New Zealand Butter.—Typhoid Fever in 
Lancashire.—The Poisonous Vinegar Case.—The 
Mansion House Council on the Dwellings of the Poor. 
»  849.—Paupers’ Milk.—Insanitary Holy Water.—Mr. Chaplin 
on the Proposed Court of Reference.—The Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis. 


,, 850.—Correspondence. 


Sood and Aanitation. 


SATURDAY, MAY 717TH, 1898. 














BORACIC ACID IN FCOD. 


Mr. R. Grsson, Limerick, has published the following 
letter in Zhe Harmers’ Gazette : 

“T quite agree with Mr. Hehner that not only should 
the subject be freely discussed, but that now is the time to 
do it. 

_ “The truth will always bear the closest investigation, 
and the more it is examined the better for all concerned. 


“ Beyond this Mr. Hehner’s statements are, for the most | 


part, grotesquely untrue, and his deductions are the most 
illogical ever printed over the name of any man having the 
slightest pretence to education, not to say a scientifically 
trained person, as public analysts ought to be, but which, 
unfortunately, those of them who dogmatise most strongly 
are not. 

“Mr. Hehner states: ‘ Antiseptics are chemicals which 
exert a poisonous action upon bacteria, yeasts, and moulds, 
upon the growth of which the decomposition of food sub- 
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stances depends. As there is no known difference between 
the protoplasm of the lowly-organised cells referred to and 
that which builds up the animal body, it is practically 
certain that what is poison to a bacterium is, to say the 
least, not beneficial to the human organism.’ 

“The evil trinity of selfishness, ignorance, and prejudice 
eould hardly carry anyone farther from the truth than that 
argument carries Mr. Hehner. A beefsteak would poison a 
child newly born, and certainly a child is built out of the 
same sort of protoplasm as a man; yet a beefsteak is not 
only zo¢ poisonous to a man, but directly nourishing and 
good for him. Without following him into the region of 
syllogism, I challenge at once his fact, and say that it is 
absolutely and absurdly untrue to state, as he does, that 
‘it is practically certain that what is poison to a bacterium 
is, to say the least, not beneficial to the human organism.’ 
He claims to bea chemist, and therefore he must know that 
statement to be the direct opposite of fact. Sunlight and 
pure air are both directly beneficial to the human organism, 
but are both most deadly to many of the bacteria and 
moulds, the protoplasm of which, as he states, does not 
differ from ‘ that which builds up the animal body.’ 

“Mr. Hehner must know that the anzrobic bacteria 
exist in absence of oxygen and are killed by its presence, 
and yet without oxygen the human organism cannot exist ; 
while built of the same protoplasm, it finds the presence of 
oxygen not only beneficial, but absolutely necessary. Mr. 
Hehner’s statement of fact in this matter is therefore as 
absolutely untrue as was Mr. Allen’s, the Yorkshire analyst 
(whom, if I mistake not, was at one time president of the 
Society of Public Analysts), when he swore at Skipton, in 
reply to a question as to whether the high temperature had 
anything to say to making it hard to get rid of moisture 
when making butter in hot weather, that ‘the higher the 
temperature the easier it was to get butter free of moisture.’ 
That statement, which everyone knows (who knows any- 
thing about butter-making) to be directly the opposite of 
truth, was capped by Analyst Estcourt’s swearing at 
Manchester that it was quite possible to make butter 
entirely free from water. 

“So far as I have met them, public analysts show the 
most entire disregard for facts, if the facts are likely to 
reduce the number of their fees. These cries of the 
analysts are patently pocket-cries in their own interest, for 
they cannot but know that since the introduction of borates 
as preservatives, replacing to a very large extent sodium 
chloride, which they never dared to cry out against, the 
public health has improved by leaps and bounds. 

“Mr. Hehner ought to know, if he does not, that 
Professor Chittenden’s experiments at Yale University 
have been repeated in England, and that they demonstrate 
that boracic acid aids gastric digestion, aids pancreatic 
digestion, and only slightly retards salivary digestion. The 
retardation of the salivary digestion being a benefit to 
anyone subject to flatulence, as it is the too rapid fermen- 
tation of vegetable foods which causes the formation of 
carbonic acid gas in the stomach, and produces unpleasant 
eructations ; so that the action of the borates on the 
animal functions is not only non-injurious, but absolutely 
conducive to health. 

“It is because the public have found it so that salt- 
cured provisions are being discarded to a great extent, 
and have to be replaced by the wholesome borate-cured 
foods. 

‘Sodium chloride, or common salt, is simply an irritant 
mineral poison; its antiseptic powers are of the lowest 
order ; but, being a strongly flavoured article, it hides the 
flavour of decay for a considerable time in butter and meat, 
but makes both articles more difficult of digestion. 

““A properly balanced—almost tasteless—preservative 
can be made with the aid of the borates, which, unlike salt, 
really prevents the growth of the low organisms which are 
dangerous to animal life, and which, instead of masking 
decay, as salt does, really prevents decay taking place for a 
considerable period. 

“Salt corrodes metal and hardens tissue. 
have no corrosive action on metals or tissue. 


The borates 
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‘Salt has been proved to produce various diseases in 
man and beast. 

“The borates have been proved not only to be non- 
injurious, but to be absolutely producers of the most healthy 
condition of the blood, destroying our bacterial enemies 
and assisting our friends to nourish us by keeping foods in 
a sound and wholesome condition. 

“ The public analysts think that by much reiteration of 
false statements and absurd deductions from those state- 
ments that they will get a certain number of ignorant and 
interested magistrates to accept their views and frighten 
timid people. To gorge themselves while they starve the 
people by making it penal to preserve the food of the 
million is the game that the public analysts want to play. 

“The Somerset House authorities, however, stand 
between the public and these vampire public analysts ; but 
for the straightforward, independent action of the Somerset 
House analysts, we should be in a bad way for food, for 
the public analysts have run a pretty muck since they got 
appointed, finding mares’ nests innumerable, but proving 
themselves utterly incompetent to promptly detect and 
check the gross fraud of adulterating butter with margarine, 
and sending it in floods on the English market as pure 
butter, as the foreigner is doing every day of the week. 

“These Solomons of public analysts cannot detect a 10 
per cent., and hardly a 20 per cent. adulteration with 
margarine ; but to show some reason for their existence 
they try to prove that the legitimate preservation of 
food with wholesome and necessary ingredients is an 
adulteration. 

**T, for one, shall continue to use and advise all producers 
of provisions to use the necessary ingredients to preserve in 
a good and wholesome manner the food of the people, in 
defiance of all the analysts, until the law forbids it. 


“We shall not accept as law the crude deductions of | 


men who, like the public analysts, have proved themselves 
utterly unreliable over and over again.” 


On the following page our contemporary, curiously | 


enough, has a paragraph on the “Improvement of Irish 
Asses.” Ata meeting of the Council of the Royal Dublin 
Society, it says, the following report from the committee of 
agriculture was read and adopted: 

“The committee of agriculture has had before it the 
reference from the council of March 18th, 1898, inviting it 
to inquire and report as to ‘the advisability of improving 
the breed of asses in Ireland.’” 

We are in accord with the Council of the Royal Dublin 
Society. 


APPEALS. 
IMPORTANT CONDENSED MILK APPEAL. 


PETCHLEY v. TAYLOR.—This was a case stated by a 
metropolitan police magistrate upon convicting the appellant 
upon an information preferred under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, for unlawfully selling to the prejudice 
of the purchaser milk which had 97 per cent. of the original 
fat abstracted, so as to effect injuriously its quality and 
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substance without making disclosure of the said alteration, 
contrary to Section 9 of the above Act. 

Mr. George Elliott appeared for the appellant ; and Mr. 
Courthope Munroe for the respondent. 

On November 13th, 1867, the appellant sold to the 
respondent a tin containing a substance described as 
On the tin were the 
words: “This tin contains skimmed milk, with nothing 
added but the finest sugar.” The substance in the tin 
was proved to be separated milk, or milk from which 
the cream had been separated by means of a machine 
called a separator, and that 97 per cent. of the original 
fat had been abstracted. It was also proved that the term 
‘skimmed milk ” meant milk from which a portion of the 
fat had been removed by the process of skimming the 
surface of the milk, and that the greatest amount of fat that 
could be thus removed was 63 per cent. 

Mr. Elliott contended that the alteration was sufficiently _ 
disclosed by the term “‘skimmed milk,” and cited ‘“ Jones 
v. Davies” (69 Z.Z7, 497) and “ Platt v. Tyler” 
(58 J.P., 72). ite 

The Court on April 30th dismissed the appeal. 


IMPORTANT MILK CASE. 


(On April 30th.—Before the Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
land, Mr. Justice Day, Mr. Justice Wills, Mr. Justice 
Grantham, Mr. Justice Wright, Mr. Justice Kennedy, and 
Mr. Justice Channell.) 

Roper v. KNotr.—This was a case stated by a magis- 
trate which had been argued on April 22nd before a 
Divisional Court consisting of two Judges, and was then 
reserved for a special Divisional Court. The question 
raised was whether a man who takes milk round for his 
master and waters the milk for his own purposes can be 
convicted of malicious injury to personal property. The 
magistrate, relying on the case of “ Hall v. Richardson” 
(54 J.P., 345), had refused to convict. 

Mr. Avory appeared on behalf of the appellant; the 
defendant was not represented. 

The case stated by a metropolitan magistrate gave these 
facts: A charge was made against Charles Knott that he 
did wilfully damage, injure, or spoil four gallons of milk, 
the property of Robert Roper, contrary to section 52 of the 
Malicious Injuries to Property Act, 24 and 25 Vict., c. 97. 
The appellant is a milk salesman carrying on business in 
Hornsey, and the respondent, who was a milk carrier in his 
employ, was in the habit of coming to the place of business 
every morning to fetch milk, which he subsequently sold to 
the appellant’s customers. At 5.25 a.m. on the morning of 
January 11th the respondent was seen to conceal a three- 
pint can full of water in a garden of a house near the 
appellant’s premises. The respondent was then seen to 
four gallons of milk in a_ barrow from 
the appellant’s premises (which in the ordinary course - 
would be sold and delivered by him to the appellant’s 
customers), and bring it opposite to the said garden. He 
then was seen to pour the three pints of water out of the 
can into the said milk. The magistrate found that the 
whole of the said milk, after it had been so watered, was 
in fact damaged and spoiled, and was thrown away. He 
also found that the respondent acted in a fraudulent way, 
and that his object in adding water was to increase the bulk 
and to put the money into his own pocket by selling and 
not accounting for the surplus. The question of the Court 
was whether the respondent could be convicted of the said 
offence. 

Mr. Avory cited “ Hall v. Richardson” (54 J.P., 345), 
Reg. Va: embleton” (L.R.,.2.C.C. Ry. 120, 143ha J, aw 
gt), ‘‘ Hamilton v. Bow” (1888, 52 J.P., 726). He con- 
tended that the respondent ought to be convicted. It was no 
answer for a person doing an act of which the natural 
consequence would be to damage property that it was not 
his intention to injure it. 

The Court thought there should be a conviction. 

The Lord Chief Justice said the question for the Court 
was whether the magistrate ought to have convicted. 
Having regard to the case of “ Hall v. Richardson,” it was 
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- quite natural that the magistrate should have decided not 


to convict. The charge was founded on section 52 of 24 
and 25 Vict.,c. 97. The facts were that the complainant 
was a milk seller and the respondent was a man in his 
employ who distributed the milk. Suspicions had been 
aroused against the respondent, and he was detected adding 
water to milk which it was his duty to deliver to the 
customers in the condition in which it was when he received 
it. The result of his action was that the four gallons of 
milk were spoiled, and the master lost about 10s. The 


respondent had done this with a fraudulent intention, 


though he had no personal malice against his master. 
Under these circumstances could the respondent be con- 
victed of an offence within the section? The statute began 
with enumerating a series of specific cases of damage to 
realty and personalty. Section 51 dealt with cases of 
injury, for which no punishment was before provided, to an 
amount exceeding £5 committed “unlawfully and 
maliciously.” Then came Section 52, in which the lan- 
guage was different ; for it provided that whosoever should 
“wilfully or maliciously” commit any damage, injury, or 
spoil upon any real or personal property for which no 
punishment was before provided, should be liable to 
imprisonment or fine. It was therefore clear that a 
distinction was to be drawn between acts wilful and 
malicious and acts wilful but not malicious. Now, was 
this a case of injury? The finding of the magistrate 
was an answer to that question, for he had found that 
the ten gallons of milk had been, in fact, damaged. Was 
this injury done wilfully ? There was no doubt that it was. 


_ The respondent did the thing that caused the injury, in- 


tending to do it with the fraudulent motive of getting the 
price into his own pocket. A man did a thing wilfully 
if he intentionally did the thing that caused the damage 
either with the intention of doing the damage or inten- 
tionally did it knowing that it would cause the damage. 
This was a case of wilful damage within the section. 
Coming to the case of “Hall v. Richardson” (54 /.P,, 
345) in 1890, it was most natural, under the circumstances 
of that case, that the magistrate and Court should have been 
slow to convict, for there the man, who had accidentally 
spilt some milk and filled up his can with water, had no 
intention to defraud ; but this Court could not shrink from 
the obligation of considering that case and did not approve 
of it. There was—first, the cardinal error that there was a 
confusion between damage to the thing and the consequent 
loss to the owner, but, in his opinion, the offence was 
committed even if the wilful damage to the thing did not 
cause loss to the owner. Secondly, in that case Lord 
Coleridge seemed to have come to the conclusion that there 
must be an intention to damage somebody. That, how- 
ever, was not what the statute aimed at, which was damage 
to property. Thirdly, the power to give compensation pro- 
vided by the section was apparently considered by the 
judges in that case as showing that the section was limited 
to cases for which compensation might be awarded. The 
section, however, did not say so. In this case the appeal 
must be allowed and the case be remitted to the 
magistrate. 

Mr. Justice Day concurred. 

Mr. Justice Wills added some observations on the case 
of “ Gardner v. Mansbridge” (19 Q.B.D., 217), which had 
been cited on the former occasion, and added, as an 
explanation of the word “wilfully,” that if a man did a 
thing occasioning damage to property, but not knowing 
that it would do harm, he could not be convicted within 
the section. 

Mr. Justice Grantham concurred in the judgment of the 
Court. By section 52 it was intended to sweep in a great 
number of small offences. The change of language from 
“unlawfully and maliciously ” to “wilfully or maliciously ” 
indicated that. There were three questions to ask: (1) 
Was there property? Milk certainly was property. (2) 
Was it damaged? The magistrate had found that it was. 
(3) Was the damage done wilfully? The answer was that 
it was done intentionally for the benefit of the respondent. 
It was, therefore, done wilfully. All these questions being 











answered in the affirmative, the case came within the 
section. He agreed in the observations of the Lord Chief 
Justice upon the case of “ Hall y. Richardson.” 

Mr. Justice Wright, Mr. Justice Kennedy, and Mr. 
Justice Channel concurred. 





WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Tywardreath, on April 28th, George Ed. Petherick, 
of the King of Prussia Hotel, Fowey, for selling diluted 
whisky and brandy, was fined £2 ros. in each case, together 
with the analyst’s fee and costs. 


At Clerkenwell, on April 30th, Edward George Cormick, 
of the “ Montrose,” St. James’s Road, Holloway, was sum- 
moned for selling whisky containing roo per cent. of spirit 
of the strength 28°6 degrees under proof. Miss Penelope 
Clark, as agent of the Islington Vestry, proved purchasing 
the spirit, and handing it to Inspector Irving. On analysis 
the whisky proved to be 28°6 degrees under proof. Mr. A. 
P. Ford, for the defence, said it was difficult with the vat in 
use—in a heated room—to keep the spirit always up to the 
required strength, a certain amount of evaporation always 


going on. This purchase was early in the morning, 
when the spirit had been standing all _ night. 
He would call expert evidence to show that to 


test the strength of spirit it should be taken from the top 
and not the bottom. Had the whisky been pulled off more 
frequently, as it would later in the day, the result would 
have been different. He pointed out that the actual 
dilution was only 3°6 degrees. The barman who served the 
whisky, cross examined by Mr. Bramall, said the house had 
been opened since6a.m., over three hours beforethe purchase. 
Roy Woodhouse, licensed victualler’s valuer, was in the habit 
of taking stock for the defendant, and said evaporation was 
constantly taking place with respect to spirits. In the vat 
the spirits would rise to the top, and the water would 
remain at the bottom until the service was active. Mr. Bros 
said the question was what was the state of the whisky when 
the purchaser got it. The defendant was bound to keep it 
up to a certain strength, whether it was sold in the morning 
or night. There was no question of intention to defraud, 
and the defendant would be fined 20s., with 12s. 6d. costs. 

At Aston, on April 29th, Frederick Grant, of the 
“Golden Cross” Hotel, Lichfield Road, was summoned 
by Inspector Bolt for selling Scotch whisky containing 6°5 
per cent. of water above that allowed by law.—Bolt said he 
was supplied by a barman, who kept him so long a time 
that witness complained to one of the barmaids. When 
the barman brought the whisky he said he had been 
washing the bottle. Witness paid 2s. 4d. for the whisky 
and 2d. for the bottle.—Mr. J. W. Clulow, for defendant, 
admitted the adulteration, and said that it was one of those 
unfortunate cases to which license-holders were sometimes 
subject. All the whisky in defendant’s house had been 
analysed, and found perfectly pure. The water which was 
allowed to remain in the bottle after being washed was 
sufficient to account for the adulteration. Not only was 
the inspector supplied with whisky so adulterated, but the 
barman charged him 4d. too much for it.—The Bench, 
having regard to the respectable character of defendant and 
the house he kept, the nominal fine of 5s. only was 
imposed. 


At Wellington, on May 2nd, Thomas Keenan, landlord 
of the “ Nelson” Inn, Wellington, was charged with selling 
adulterated rum.—Sergeant Cheshire deposed that he visited 
defendant’s premises with another police officer on March 
25th. Defendant’s daughter was behind the bar, and 
witness asked for a pint of rum, which was served, and he 
paid 1s. 2d. He then told the girl that he wanted the rum 
for the purpose of analysis, and divided it into three 
parts. The rum was analysed by Mr. Blunt, County 
Analyst, and found to be 323 degrees below proof, 
and 7% degrees less than the recognised standard. — 
Further evidence was given, and Mr. Carrane, for 
the defence, contended that the witness was not served 
with a pint of rum, and that it was absurd to imagine that 
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quantity could be bought for 1s. 2d. The notice, “ All 
spirits sold in this establishment are of the same superior 
quality as heretofore, but to meet the requirements of the 
Food and Drugs Adulteration Act they are now sold as 
diluted spirits, no alcoholic strength guaranteed.”—Sergeant 
Cheshire said he did not see that notice ; if he had done 
he would not have purchased the rum.—Evidence was 
given by Miss Keenan, who swore that she served the police 
with half a pit of rum.—Defendant was fined ros. and 
costs, and was also ordered to pay the analyst’s fee 


of AT-is, 


MILK. 

AT Belfast, on April 26th, David M‘Master, inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, summoned a woman named 
Elizabeth Dunlop, of Altnakey, Ligoniel, for selling milk 
adulterated with 12 per cent. of water. Jas. Dunlop 
appeared for the defendant, who admitted that the offence 
had been committed. Mr. A. J. Lewis prosecuted on 
behalf of the authorities. The Bench imposed a fine of 
43, With costs. 

In the Aberdeen Sheriff Court on April 27th—Sheriff 
Brown on the bench—a dairyman from the Banchory- 
Devenick district, was charged at the instance of Mr. 
Kenneth Cameron with an offence against the Sale of 
Foods and Drugs Act, in so far as on March 28th, in 
Miller Street, Aberdeen, he delivered to the complainer 
threepence worth of sweet milk, which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded, 
being deficient in fat to the extent of not less than 14 per 
cent., as compared with milk of the poorest quality. He 
pleaded guilty——Mr. James S. Butchart, who appeared for 
accused, said his client pleaded guilty, in respect that he 
believed that the analysis was correct, but he was unable to 
explain how the milk came to be so poor in fat unless it 
had arisen from the feed or condition of the animal. No 
attempt had been made to weaken the strength of the milk 
either by the master or his servants.—The Sheriff imposed 
a fine of #2, with the option of ten days’ imprisonment. 

At Worcester, on April 27th, Edmund F. Tyler, shop- 
keeper, of 9, St. Martin’s Gate, was fined £2 and costs 
(41 1s. 6d.) for selling adulterated milk on April 25th.— 
The Town Clerk (Mr. S. Southall) prosecuted.— Defendant 
denied the offence, stating that the milk was sold in the 
same condition as he used it, but admitted that he had 
neglected to obtain any guarantee of its purity from the 
seller. , 


At Pontypridd, on April 27th, Thomas Garrett, milk 
vendor, was summoned for selling adulterated milk, which 
was purchased by Superintendent Coles. Upon being 
analysed it was found to be deficient to the extent of 
12 percent. A fine of £2-was imposed. 

At Clerkenwell, on April 30th, Thomas Turner, of 72, 
Havelock Street, Caledonian Road, was summoned for 
selling milk containing 8 per cent. of added water. De- 
fendant pleaded guilty, having sold it as he received it ; and 
was fined 20s., with 12s. 6d. costs. 

David Davis, of 42, St. Paul Street, New North Road, 
was summoned for selling milk containing 11 per cent. of 
added water. Defendant pleaded guilty, having sold the 
milk with a warranty. He was fined 2o0s., with 12s. 6d. 
costs. 

John Bonner Jones, of 46, South Street, New North 
Road, was summoned for selling milk containing 16 per cent. 
of added water. Defendant was selling milk in the streets 
from a barrow with the words upon it, ‘ Pure milk only.” 
A pint was purchased by an agent of the Islington Vestry, 
and handed to Inspector Fortune. Defendant said the 
purchase was made on the day of the ‘ great snowstorm,” 
and of course a certain amount of snow got into the milk. 
Mr. Bros thought the dilution a great deal more than could 
be accounted for by the snow, and imposed a fine of 4os. 

At the Sunderland Police Court, on April 29th, the 
Town Clerk (Mr. F. M. Bowey) appeared to proceed 
against John Henry Sayers on a charge of having abstracted, 
without notification, 38°55 per cent. of fat from milk 








supplied to the Callow Park Dairy Company, Limited. 
This syndicate was recently prosecuted by the Sunderland 
Corporation, and fined #10 and costs, the defence being 
that the milk was sold as supplied. The present case 
was an outcome of that prosecution. Mr. Edward Bell 
defended. 

The Town Clerk said the defendant was a farmer at 
Bowes, near Barnard Castle, and was charged at the 
instance of the Sunderland Corporation with having sold to 
the Callow Park Milk Co. milk from which 38°55 of fat had 
been abstracted, without notifying the company of such 
alteration or abstraction. He might mention that it was 
not competent for Mr. Sayers to offer as defence that he 
did not know of the abstraction. He was under contract 
to supply the Callow Park Company with milk at Sunder- 
land. The defence was often, in cases of prosecution for 
adulteration, that the milk was sold as supplied. This was 
a case in which they had traced the milk back to the 
farmer. It appeared that on March 8th last, in the early 
morning, there arrived at the Central Station a can of milk 
labelled ‘‘ Sayers, Bowes Station.” ‘‘ Warranted pure milk 
with all its cream.” There was a sample of that milk taken 
and forwarded to the Borough Analyst, Mr. Pattinson, of 
Newcastle, with the result shown on the certificate, which 
he now put in. 

Evidence having been given in support of this state- 
ment, 

Mr. Bell submitted that there was no proof that the 
milk as received by the company was in the same con- 
dition as when consigned by Mr. Sayers. It arrived in 
the station about 11 o’clock on the previous night, and 
lay there, free for anyone to tamper with it, until 6.30 
the following morning, when the dairy company’s ser- 
vants arrived to take possession of it. The milk was 
allowed to lie in a place where the public had access 
from 4.30 that morning until the consignees chose to 
take it away. He called a railway employee to corroborate 
this. 

The defendant was then called, and spoke as to the 
consignment of the milk. 

The Bench found the case proved, and fined defen- 
dant £5. 

A further charge of falsely labelling milk was with- 
drawn by the Town Clerk, in consideration of the penalty 
inflicted. 


SUGAR. ; 

At Spelthorne, Jane Martin, Walton Road, East 
Molesey, was summoned for selling sugar which was not of 
the nature, quality, and substance demanded. Mr. Marsh- 
defended. An assistant to Mr. Houghton purchased half a 
pound of Demerara sugar on March 2oth from the defend- 
ant, and handed it to Inspector Houghton, who divided it 
and sent part of it for analysis. The analyst’s certificate 
showed that the sugar was not Demerara, but was entirely 
composed of dyed beet crystals. Mr. Marsh admitted that 
there had been a breach of the law, but the sugar was served 
by a friend of the defendant who really knew nothing about 
the difference in the kinds of sugar. The defendant had 
been for over forty years in business at the same shop. The 
Bench fined the defendant 5s., taking into consideration her 
long residence at the shop, and the absence of complaints. 


BUTTER. 

AT Birmingham, on April 30th, Alice Riley, provision 
dealer, of Lodge Road, was summoned for selling butter not 
of the substance and quality demanded. Half a pound of 
the butter was purchased on the zgth ultimo, at the instance 
of Mr. Jones, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act. 
When it was examined by the public analyst it was found 
to contain 48 per cent. of foreign fat. Defendant said that 
she bought the butter as pure, and produced the invoice, 
showing that it was invoiced to her warranted as pure. The 
Bench fined defendant ros. and costs, and expressed the 
opinion that proceedings should be taken against the whole 
sale firm who supplied her with the butter. 
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At Ashton, on April 29th, James Hacker, shopkeeper, 


10, Upper Sutton Street, was fined £2 and costs for selling 
_ margarine as butter. 


The prosecution was taken by Mr. B. 
Bolt, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, and the 
analyst’s certificate showed that the substance contained 85 
per cent. of foreign fat.—Defendant said he bought the 
substance as butter. 


COFFEE. 
At the Garvagh Petty Sessions on the 28th ult., before 


Captain Welch, R.M. (presiding), and other magistrates, 
_ Sergeant Barrington, Inspector under the Food and Drugs 


Act, summoned Samuel Roxborough, grocer, Garvagh, for 
having sold adulterated coffee-—Mr. O’Kane, Garvagh, 
appeared for defendant.—Complainant in his evidence 
stated that in discharge of his duty under the Act he 
purchased some coffee from defendant. It had been sub- 
mitted for analysis to Professor Leebody, the county 
analyst, Derry, from whom he had received a certificate 
(produced), which stated that the sample was adulterated 


__with 20 per cent. of chicory.—For the defence, evidence was 


then given that the portion of the sample left with defendant 
had been submitted through the firm of Thomas M’Mullan 
and Co., Belfast, from whom it had been purchased, to Mr. 
J. F. W. Hodges, Public Analyst, Belfast, who stated in his 
certificate (produced) that he had subjected the sample toa 
most searching examination, and could find no chicory, nor 
was there any similar root, nor any starchy adulterant. The 
only thing not coffee he found was a little cane sugar. The 
case was dismissed without prejudice. Sergeant Barrington 
thereupon applied for a magistrate’s order to have the third 
portion of the sample analysed at Somerset House. ‘This 
the magistrates refused, but said the police might take any 
further steps in the matter they liked, and ordered Mr. 
Hodges’ certificate to be given to Sergeant Barrington, 
pending any further proceedings in the matter. 

At the South Western Police Court, London, Thomas 
Hale, grocer, of 62, Battersea Rise, was summoned by the 
Vestry for selling coffee adulterated with 8 per cent. of 
chicory. Mr. W. W. Young prosecuted. The defendant 
said some people preferred a little chicory. (Laughter.) 
Mr. Rose told defendant he should put the word ‘‘Chicory” 
on the bag containing the mixture. He inflicted a penalty 
of 4os. and 12s. 6d. costs. 





POISONING BY TINNED TONGUE. 
. Mr. Joun Wincate, chemist’s assistant, of Lincoln, 
his wife, family, and a guest, were all taken seriously ill on 
April 24th, after breakfast. It appears that on Saturday 
Mrs. Wingate purchased a tinned tongue, and when this 
was opened on Sunday there was not the slightest indi- 
cation of anything wrong. The guest noticed a peculiar 
taste when eating the tongue, but said nothing ; and the 
other members of the family, who had bacon with it, did 
not observe anything wrong. An hour or two later all were 
seized with colic pains and vomiting, and the symptoms of 
poisoning became so pronounced that medical assistance 
was summoned. Miss Wingate was attending service in 
Wesley Chapel when taken ill, and had to be assisted from 
the sanctuary. She remained in a critical condition all day. 
Mr. Wingate, who was present at the service, also had 
to return home, and so serious was the illness all round that 
all the family and the guest were confined to bed, and were 
under the charge of three doctors. It was late at night 
before all danger was passed. The remains of the tongue 


were carefully examined by Dr. Brooks and Dr. Watkins. 


Apparently it was all right, but on closely smelling a faint 
mustiness could be detected. It was so faint, however, as 
to be almost imperceptible. 


MARGARINE AND EXCESS WATER IN BUTTER 
PROSECUTIONS. 
At Darwen, on April 28th, Inspector W. J. Parkinson, 
of the Royal Lancashire Agricultural Association, in con- 
nection with the County Council, summoned Thomas 


_ Vipond Barker, 212, Duckworth Street, Darwen, for selling 
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margarine adulterated with 21 per cent. of water, to his 
prejudice. He was also summoned for exposing for sale 
margarine without the requisite label, 13 inches square 
capital letters, ‘‘ margarine.”—It appeared from the evi- 
dence of the inspector, that on April 1st he visited the 
shop, and, on going in, went up to the counter. He asked 
the price of the lump butter exposed for sale upon the dish 
on the counter. The assistant, Hill, told him 8d. per lb., but 
that it was margarine. He then called for $lb., for which he 
paid 4d. Then the inspector asked where his label was. He 
then lifted up a label which was face down, laying opposite 
another lot placed upon a tub lid, which he said was 6d. 
per lb. The inspector then addressing Mr. Harker, said, 
“Ts the label which was face down supposed to represent 
the margarine at 6d. and the apparent lump butter or 
margarine upon the dish at 8d.?” He replied that it did. 
Thereupon the purchase was divided for analysis by the 
public analyst, the result of which showed water 21 per 
cent., and upwards of 65 per cent. foreign fats. These 
facts were not disproved.—The Bench fined him 5s. and 
costs for the water adulteration, and costs in the case of 
exposing margarine for sale without label. 


The next case was that of James Cooper, 8, Market 
Street, Darwen, ‘The People’s Grocer” as per adver- 
tisement on his wrapper.—On the same date the inspector 
called. When he went into the shop he saw a row of 
dishes of apparently butter, the first dish being labelled 
“Cooper’s 1s. pure butter.” The next ‘‘ Cooper’s 11d,” 
and then ‘‘ Cooper’s rod,” and then ‘“‘Cooper’s 6d.” In 
front of these dishes upon which the butter was placed was 
a row of jam jars, totally obscuring from the view of the 
public the word “margarine” upon the dishes. The 
inspector went straight to the dish labelled 1od., but the 
assistant Hawthorne, seeing him tasting, was in the act of 
removing the jam jarsin the front. The inspector promptly 
called for $lb. at 11d. per lb., the next dish. The assistant 
went round and served him, and he paid him 83d. The 
inspector then said: “It is for analysis by the Public 
Analyst.” He then referred him to the dish that it was 
margarine. “Yes,” replied the inspector; ‘‘ but the labels 
are totally obscured from view by the row of jam jars 
running from one end to the other.” The assistant then 
fetched Mr. Cooper, whilst he was dividing the purchase. 
When he came he wanted the inspector to go into his 
private office, and asked him to look over it, and to 
square it, as the landlord owning the shop had let in 
opposition, and he was at his wit’s end. The inspector told 
him when he squared the first one he would be no use to the 
public nor his office, and would pitch up the sponge first.— 
The magistrates sent an officer to see whether the jam 
jars, which defendant alleged, had only been temporarily 
removed from a shelf just below the top of the counter. 
On returning into court, the officer found the jam jars upon 
a stand on the counter, and upon the shelf tea-cakes and 
sundry other things.—The defendant failed to prove the 
temporary placing of the jam jars on the counter to obscure 
the label from the view of the public, and the Bench fined 
defendant 2s. 6d. and costs.—The analysis of the butter 
was II per cent. water, and upwards of 65 per cent. fats 
other than butter. 


John William Atkinson, 137, Duckworth Street, 
Darwen, was summoned under the Margarine Act for 
exposing for sale without the requisite label—On April 
1st, when the inspector entered, right opposite the door 
was a dish properly labelled—‘“ margarine” printed upon 
the dish. Next to this was a dish ticketed “ Atkinson’s 
8d.,” the next ‘‘ Atkinson’s 10d.,” and the next “‘ Atkinson’s 
1s.,” and the next dish had printed upon the dish “ pure 
butter.” There was a white cloth extending from that 
at 8d. to half-way on the dish, pure butter; only the 
word butter being visible. The inspector tasted Atkinson’s 
ts. and asked for half-a-pound of butter at 1s. ; Atkinson 
observing at the time that the top dish was the best. He 
(the inspector) replied that that which he tasted suited him 
very well, and would take half a pound, for which he paid 
6d. He then told Atkinson it was for analysis by the 
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public analyst. Then Atkinson said it was margarine. 
Then the inspector examined the wrapper and found the 
word margarine upon it. The sample was divided in com- 
pliance with the Act and submitted for analysis. Result, 
12 per cent. water and upwards 8o per cent. fats other than 
butter. The white cloth absolutely obscured the whole of 
the labels margarines 8d. to 1s.—not a letter visible-—The 
Court fined defendant 5s. and costs. Any person, however 
ever illiterate, can compare the fine and the amount of 
adulteration. 80 per cent. fat and 12 per cent. water is not 
worth 3d. per pound. 


THE AMERICAN OIL GANG’S GAME STOPPED IN 
HOLLAND. 


Mr. Ropginson, the British Consul at Amsterdam, in 
his report for 1897 makes special reference to the Standard 
Oil Company, and to the fact that that immense monopoly 
has been baulked by the Dutch Government. The Consul 
says that in 1897 no Russian oil was imported into 
Holland, but America had the monopoly of 605,870 
barrels. Much interest is felt, says Mr. Robinson, in the 
development of the petroleum production in the Dutch 
Kast Indies, which promises to be very extensive Several 
undertakings have been started, and the shares of the 
Netherland Petroleum Company for the exploitation of 
the petroleum wells in Netherland’s India are now quoted 
560 per cent. But the most important point of interest, 
however, has been brought to issue by the Standard 
Oil Company, which has attempted to acquire a footing by 
purchasing the shares of the Mocara Eaim Company, a 
company working the important concession in Sumatra. 
Not satisfied with this, the Standard Oil Company made a 
strong bid for the purchase outright of the concession. The 
Board of the Mocara Eaim Company considered the pro- 
position, and, as the offer was a good one, practically 
accepted it. An extraordinary general meeting of the 
shareholders of the company was to have been held for 


the purpose of the ratification of the sale to the Standard | 89, : 
_ action of this gentleman is clearly sufficient cause for some 


Oil Company, but the Dutch Government stepped in and 
forbade the sale, as they would not permit of the concession 
being under the control of the American monopolist low- 
flash company. And thus for once the Standard Oil 
Company has been completely foiled. 


If there is any honesty or public spirit in our English | 
Select Committee they will report against the murderous | 


73 deg. 
again succeeded, and the supporters of the American 


and warned off public life. The scandalous bribery of 
English M.P.’s and “experts” has become too shameful 
for any further polite speaking to the bribed. 


THE NEED FOR PASTEUR FILTERS IN DAIRY WORK. 


PROFESSOR HopcEs, Belfast, in a recent address said: 
Few people connected with dairies realise what is meant 
when a chemist speaks of cleanliness ; they consider that if 
they have used sufficient water to clean their various 
utensils that they have done all that is required of them, 
and they cannot be got to understand that if one small 
germ escapes their washing it can in the presence of milk 
become in a short time millions of germs. The water 
which they use must be absolutely sterilised before use. It 
is very important that pumps in the farm yards, especially 
if the wells are shallow, be not situated near manure heaps, 
as when any typhoid fever is about the excreta from the 
patient may probably find its way into the well; the germ 
then finds its way into the milk when this water is used 
either for the purpose of adulteration or for washing the 
dairy utensils. Therefore it behoves all persons connected 
with the milk trade to look well to their water supply, even 
though they do reside in Belfast. Yet we must not imagine 
that the presence of the typhoid bacillus is easy to 
demonstrate, for, in the words of one of our most eminent 
bacteriologists, “Until we can make out a list of the 
bacteria that are characteristic of sewage or of the intestine, 


If they do not it will be evident that bribery has | 
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and can devise means for separating and identifying them 
that can be relied on and carried out in a reasonable space 
of time, bacteriology cannot claim to be of much service in 
the diagnosis of a drinking water.” The recommendation 


of all those conversant with dairy work is either to sterilise 


the water, or to use some form of Pasteur filter. 


BUTTER SCOTCH AND NEW ZEALAND BUTTER. 


A curious side-light is thrown on the manufacture of a 
popular confection in the latest issued dairy service report 
of the New Zealand Government. One of the official dairy- 
produce graders, Mr. A. A. Thornton, laments that no 
provision is contained in the New Zealand Dairy Industry 
Act, 1894, whereby inspectors would have the power to 
prevent the shipment for export of the most inferior classes 
ofbutter. ‘‘ With a view to show the importance,” he says, 
“of something being done in this matter, I may be 
permitted to state a fact which came prominently under my 
notice during the season. A certain English gentleman, 
intrusted with commissions from three English houses to buy 
first-class milled butter at a price not exceeding 6d. per lb., 
bought, to my personal knowledge, a considerable quantity 
of butter (it really could not be called butter if great 
strength and stench is a fault) at prices ranging from 2d. to 
5d. per lb. I made it my business to interview this 
gentleman, and asked him the question “Do you know 
what you are buying?” when he informed me that it 
was required by the firms he represented for the purpose 
of making what is called ‘“butter-scotch.” The worst 
feature about this matter was the fact that although he 
bought at 2d. to 5d. per lb., he drew against the butter on 
the firms he represented for the limit allowed him—viz., 
6d. per lb., thus making for himself a clear profit of 1d. to 
4d., exclusive of commission. Not only was the quality of 
this butter of such an inferior character, but the appearance 
of the packages was a perfect disgrace; indeed, so much 
so, that anything but a clean bill of lading was given. The 


power being taken to prevent a recurrence.” 


TYPHOID FEVER IN LANCASHIRE. 
PASTEUR FILTRATION OF WATER SUPPLIES WANTED, 
Dr. SERGEANT, medical officer of health, Lancashire 
County Council, reports to the Council that, in order to 
effectually protect the public against typhoid fever, in 


dynamiters must be marked as the hirelings of murderers, orbs oats of a tainted milk supply, more care should be 


taken to secure, by periodical inspection and enforcement 
of regulations, the perfect cleanliness of milk farms, the 
purity of the water supply, and the healthiness of the cows. 

It is almost hopeless to appeal to the dairy farmers to 
provide for purity of the water supplies. Outbreaks of 
disease alarm them, but they take no real steps to secure 
pure water. A supply of germ free water should be re- 
quired on every farm, and to really protect the public 


| against the dangers of infected milk local authorities ought 


to have powers to compel dairy farmers to use Pasteur 
filtration for their water supplies. 


THE POISONOUS VINEGAR CASE. 

Major Rascu, M.P., asked a question respecting the 
recent case of poisoning of soldiers at Hillsea Barracks by 
vinegar containing arsenic. The object of the inquiry is to 
ascertain the source of the adulterated article, and whether 
it was British or imported. Mr. Brodrick, in reply, gave 
no information as to the origin of the vinegar, so he 
evidently also wants to screen the poisoners. 


THE MANSION HOUSE GOUNCIL ON THE DWELLINGS 
OF THE POOR. 

THE annual report of this Council has been issued. 
Turning to the subscription list we find the Rt. Hons. and 
Graces who are its shining lights contribute the same sum 
respectively that they have given in past years—viz., 
nothing. Philanthropy of this kind, albeit practised under 
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the zgis of His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, Lord 
Salisbury, and other shining lights, is cheap. As usual, the 
report contains a selection of police-court proceedings to 
enforce sanitation, which the Mansion House Council had 
no more to do with than Saturn or Mars, but they will no 
doubt serve to draw subscriptions to keep the show going. 
As usual also, Cassell and Co. print the report, and, as 
usual, Mr. John Hamer, who is connected with Cassell and 
Co., is hon. secretary. Those who wish to know more 
about this body of genuine philanthropists will no doubt 
read the report, but if they do they will waste their time, 
for it is like the Hibernian’s definition of nothing—“a 
footless stocking without a leg.” 


PAUPERS’ MILK. 
A MEAN SWINDLE. 

CorNELIUS RoperT Forrest, farmer, Blarney, was 
summoned by Sergeant Kennedy, inspector under the 
Foods and Drugs Act, for having sold milk to the Cork 
Board of Guardians which was deficient in fat to the extent 
of 16 per cent. 

Colonel Lunham said the offence was a serious one, as 
this milk was for consumption by children and delicate 
people. The majority of the Bench decided to impose a 
fine of £5 and 20s. costs, as there was nothing more 
important than the purity of the milk supply ; also that it 
was a robbery of the ratepayers in the first place, and 
defrauding the poor in the other. 

Joun Mourpuy, farmer, Coolowen, was charged with a 
similar offence. Dr. H. H. Wynne, solicitor, appeared for 
the defendant. 

The analysis showed the milk to be deficient in fat to 
the extent of 12 per cent. 

The defence was that the milk was in no way tampered 
with. 

There was a second summons against the same de- 
fendant for having, on a separate date, sold milk deficient 
in fat to the extent of 16 per cent. 

The Bench imposed a fine of £2 in the first case and 
45 in the second, with ros. costs in each. 

It is a pity prison is not the penalty for such mean 
offences as these. 


INSANITARY HOLY WATER. 


WHEN the good priest in the “Ingoldsby Legends” 
brewed an XXX barrel of holy water he probably never 
troubled to think whether it was filtered or boiled. For 
this neglect he would have been blamed by Dr. L. Vin- 
cenzi, an Italian, who has found his specialty in the same 
holy water, and who has revealed a new danger besetting 
the life of man. Medicine, as the American remarked, 
makes a mess of everything with her silent terrors. She 
has now found that the holy water, which, as the learned 
doctor points out, “is often stirred by septic hands,” is a 
focus of all things infectious. Samples of the same element 
were taken from an Italian church at Sassari, and bacteria 
were found there in profusion. Also there were diphtheria 
germs in it, and the chances of disease are largely increased 
by the fact that the faithful dip their fingers into the water 
and touch their lips with it. These things are unpleasant 
to hear of, but the remedy seems to lie with the doctor and 
the priest. The layman may feel a touch of pity for the 
unfortunate bacilli. Persecuted in the laboratory, the 
hospital, and the house they have taken sanctuary like the 
outcasts of the Middle Ages within the pale of the church. 
And now science has tracked them thither, says the /a// 
Mall Gazette. 


MR. CHAPLIN ON THE PROPOSED COURT OF 
REFERENCE. 


A LARGE deputation, which was said to represent over 
seventy agricultural societies, waited upon Mr. Chaplin on 
May 3rd, at the offices of the Local Government Board, 
and urged that the artificial colouring of margarine, so as 
to imitate butter, should be put a stop to, and that the 
importation of adulterated Continental milk should have 
serious consideration. 








==> 


Mr. Chaplin said he could not see his way to take the 
extreme step recommended regarding margarine. He had 
arranged for the examination of samples of foreign milk by 
an eminent authority. As to the establishment of a court 
of reference to fix a standard of quality, he hesitated greatly 
to make such a recommendation to Parliament. 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON TUBERCULOSIS. 
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS. 

THE report of the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis 
was laid on the table of the House of Commons last week, 
and issued to the public on Tuesday, 26th inst. This Com- 
mission was appointed in June, 1896, its remit being: “To 
inquire what administrative procedures are advisable and 
would be desirable for controlling the danger to man 
through the use as food of the meat and milk of tuber- 
culous animals; and what are the considerations which 
should govern the actions of the responsible authorities in 
condemning for the purpose of food supplies, animals, 
carcases, or meat, exhibiting any stage of tuberculosis.” 

This is the third Commission which has been appointed 
to inquire into this disease, but up to the present little 
legislation has followed as the result of these reports. In 
1888 a Departmental Committee was appointed to inquire 
into pleuro-pneumonia and tuberculosis, which reported 
that there was little doubt that tuberculosis was infective 
and was dangerous to man. In July, 1890, a Royal Com- 
mission, under Lord Basing, and composed equally of 
members of the medical and veterinary professions, was 
appointed to inquire and report what is the effect, if any, 
of food derived from tuberculosis animals on human health; 
and, if prejudicial, what are the circumstances and condi- 
tions with regard to the tuberculosis in the animal which 
produce that effect on man. It reported that after feeding 


and inoculating many hundreds of animals with 
tubercular material from various sources, it found 
that the disease was interchangeable with  con- 
sumption of the human being, that meat from a 


tuberculous animal was seldom dangerous if well cooked, 
but that milk from a cow with a tuberculous udder was a 
virulent poison. The appointment of the present Com- 
mission followed as a sequence on the publication of this 
strong report; and as our knowledge of the disease had 
increased very considerably since the appointment of the 
last Commission it was made a more mixed one than that 
of 1890. Sir Herbert E. Maxwell, Bart. M.P., was 
appointed chairman, and other members being Sir Richard 
T. Thorne, medical adviser to the Local Government 
Board ; Professor Sir G. T. Brown, late veterinary adviser 
to the Board of Agriculture; Mr. Shirley F. Murphy, 
County Council, London; Mr. Harcourt Clare, Town 
Clerk, Liverpool ; Mr. T. Cooke Trench, Ireland ; and Mr. 
John Speir, Newton Farm, Glasgow. ‘ 

Following the terms of their reference, the Commission 
took evidence relating to the prevalence of the disease 
among dairy cows and other animals destined for the food 
of man ; the sanitary conditions under which such animals 
are kept ; the various practices governing the inspection of 
meat and milk ; and the laws affecting the various interests 
concerned. Evidence was received from the principal 
cities, towns, and counties, butchers’ associations, farmers’ 
societies, etc. ; and the members visited the principal 
slaughter-houses in Great Britain and Ireland, and saw for 
themselves the methods of meat inspection in daily use. 
Besides visiting dairies all over the country, they visited 
many of the principal slaughter-houses on the Continent ; 
and in Denmark they paid particular attention to what 
Professor Bang has been doing by the use of tuberculin 
and isolation of infected from healthy animals. 

Owing to the want of exact reports from British 
slaughterhouses, the Commission found great difficulty in 
arriving at the exact proportion of the disease in British or 
Irish herds. They were, however, quite satisfied from what 
evidence was submitted to them that the disease was much 
more widespread than is generally supposed. The Glasgow 
figures give a fair indication of the relatively greater pre- 
valence of the disease among cows than other bovines. 
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Between October 1st, 1895, and October 1st, 1897, the 
following carcases were condemned for tuberculosis by the 
sanitary authorities of Glasgow :—Bulls, 13 carcases ; bul- 
locks, 4 carcases ; calves, 2 carcases ; cows, 1,260 carcases ; 
pigs, 7 carcases. These figures are much the same as have 
been found elsewhere. It has been proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the Commission that disease exists to a greater 
extent among cows than other bovines, principally on 
account of their greater age, their close confinement, the 
severe drain caused by milking, and the common practice 
of maintaining a high temperature in byres, which is rarely 
associated with sufficient ventilation. 

The Commission are quite satisfied that in the hands of 
a competent veterinary surgeon tuberculin is an almost in- 
fallible test for tuberculosis, and coupled by rigid separation 
of the reacting from the healthy stock, they think the dis- 
ease may be reduced to small proportions in a limited time 
and at a very moderate expense. In connection with this 
matter, reference is made to the success of Sir Thomas 
Gibson Carmichael, Bart., of how an infected herd had in a 
few years been made quite healthy. It seems that some 
districts and stocks are very much worse with the disease 
than others, as mention is made of stocks showing as high 
a percentage as 77 per cent. of infected animals, while 
others failed to show any. Instances of hereditary tuber- 
culosis seem very rare, but the Commission, when in 
Copenhagen, were shown cases of new-born calves showing 
well-developed tubercles. 

The Commission say there is great want of uniformity 
in connection with meat inspection, in great part caused by 
the inferior class of men who are employed as meat in- 
spectors, few of whom, it seems, have had any special 
training for their work. Edinburgh, they seem to consider, 
has the best staff of competent inspectors, most of whom 
are veterinary surgeons; but the Commission think the 
standard by which meat is judged there in unnecessarily 
severe. In order to attain uniformity of inspection the 
suppression of all private slaughterhouses is strongly 
advocated, and meat inspection, the Commission think, 
should only be placed in the hands of men who have passed 
a special examination bearing on the subject. 

The vexed question of compensation for condemned 
carcases has had the careful consideration of the Com- 
mission, but they cannot, on the merits of the case, 
recommend such. They, however, think that with suitable 
inspectors uniformity of inspection may easily be attained, 
and in the future they think seizures will be relatively fewer 
than in the past. They recommend mutual insurance, and 
suggest that local authorities drawing revenues from public 
slaughterhouses should be empowered to contribute to the 
insurance fund. A minority of the Commissioners dissent 
from these findings, and recommend that payment should 
be made from the Imperial funds. The difficulty in such a 
proposal seems to be that, if payment were to be made by 
the State, the State would nominate its own officials, for it 
would not pay for condemnations made by the servant of 
another. 

While the public have heard most about tuberculosis in 
connection with the carcases of animals, the Commission 
say that whatever degree of danger may be incurred by the 
consumption of tuberculous flesh, there is little doubt but 
that the corresponding danger in respect of milk is far 
greater. In this connection they quote the previous 
Commission, where they said that no doubt the larger part 
of the tuberculosis which man obtains through his food is 
by means of milk containing tubercular matter. The 
inspection of meat is said to be unsatisfactory, but in 
regard to milk they say there is no inspection at all. This 
is a strong-worded opinion, and the public will, no doubt, 
take due note of it. 

Special attention is drawn to the danger of using milk 
from a tuberculous udder, and, although these are com- 
paratively rare, it seems the spread of tuberculosis in the 
udder is apt to proceed with rapidity, which is all the more 
dangerous, as in the earlier stages no very definite signs are 
visible. For this reason they agree with Dr. Martin and Dr. 
Woodhead in the report of the last Commission, where they 
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‘say: that no tuberculous animal of any kind should be 


allowed in the dairy. Owing to the great prevalence of 
the disease among dairy stock, the Commission are of 
opinion that direct action for the elimination of in- 
fected animals should proceed tentatively; but they 
recommend that in certain directions action § should 
be taken at once in regard to systematic inspection of all 
cows; inspection where desired of cows supplying. the 
population of one local authority but stalled in another ; 
power to the medical officer of health to suspend the milk of 
any suspected cow ; power to prohibit the sale of milk from 
a cow with a diseased udder ; the provision of a penalty for 
selling milk from a diseased udder. 

The Commission think the claim for compensation will 
arise here also, but they do not advise that it be entertained, 
except under certain specified circumstances. They believe 
that public opinion is prepared to endorse measures taken 
to secure an uncontaminated milk supply, and that there is 
a growing tendency among the wealthier customers to 
purchase milk from dairymen who can give some assurance 
as to the adoption of some such precautions. The necessity 
for reporting all diseases of the udder will likely be objected 
to as being unnecessarily severe, but as diagnosis of tuber- 
culosis of the udder seems rather difficult, and as the 
average stockowner cannot be expected to possess the 
requisite knowledge, the suggestion seems a wise one in 
view of the virulent nature of this disease. 

All precautions against the communication of tubercular 
disease to human beings from the consumption of meat or 
milk of diseased animals must be regarded as temporary 
and uncertain palliatives so long as no attempt is made to 
reduce the disease among the animals themselves. The 
Commission, therefore, consider the most important part of 
the inquiry committed to them was that which lay in the 
direction of suggesting means for eliminating the disease. 
In their inquiries in Denmark, the Commission found that, 
for a very small sum, the Danish Government had been able 
to distribute tuberculin free among stockowners, and by the 
gratuitous offer of veterinary assistance they had induced the 
farmers to test and separate 144,800 animals up to May of 
last year. They think such a result very encouraging, and 
consider that for an expenditure of about £6,000 probably 
50,000 might be annually tested in this country, and if such 
was continued for, say, five years, it might come to be 
considered how far stockowners might be called on to 
contribute to this form of insurance. They believe that the 
more intelligent and enterprising agriculturists would gladly 
avail themselves of the assistance of the State in detecting 
the disease, and they think the others would gradually 
follow. 

The report closes with the recommendations of the 
Commission, which are classed as under :—Meat—(a) 
slaughterhouses ; (4) qualifications of meat inspectors ; (¢) 
tuberculosis in carcases intended for food. M/k—(d@) 
diseases in the udders of cows; (e) cowsheds, byres, &c. ; 
(f) elimination of bovine tuberculosis. As these are the 
most important parts of the report, and as they appeal 
specially to a very large section of the community, we 
append them in full. 

(Zo be continued.) 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE PICNIC BRAND CONDENSED MILK. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION. 

DEAR Sir,—Excuse my pointing out ; but is this correct 
—on page 837 of Foop anD SaniraTion, April 30th, 1898, 
in your comment on the “ Picnic Brand” of condensed 
milk: ‘Sample Picnic Brand, which was represented as 
having full cream, contained 0°70 per cent. of fat, whereas 
it should have contained ‘25 per cent., or twelve times more 
fat than it did”? I fancy it is a misprint.—Yours very truly, 

S. BULLER Mason 
(Medical Officer of Health, Pontypool). 

[It is a misprint. The sentence should read ‘‘ Whereas 

it should have contained 8°75 per cent.”—Eb. | 
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THE MOVEMENT FOR COMPENSATION TO BUTCHERS 
FOR TUBERCULOSED CATTLE. 


WE are glad to see that this pressing and just demand 
of the butchers is securing an increasing public support. 
If the butcher had been some noble stockbreeder com- 
pensation would have been given long ago; but as the 
butcher, unlike our noble stockbreeders, has not a formidable 
representation in Parliament his victimisation continues. 


The Manchester Chamber of Commerce at its last meeting | 


considered complaints of the legalised robbery to which 


butchers were subjected if they killed unsound cattle. Cattle | 


_ exposed for sale in public were supposed to be examined by 


human food; but the animals were confiscated if found 
unsound on being slaughtered. Butchers had no redress 
whatever, although in every other case where confiscation 
was made in the public interest the owners of the goods or 
_ property were compensated. 

The Chairman intimated that the question of dealing 





| to cross-examine Mr. Cassal on that subject.” 





with tuberculosis in cattle was a most important one, and 
should receive further consideration. 

At a meeting of the Staffordshire Chamber of Commerce, 
a resolution was passed expressing the entire concurrence 
of the Chamber with the views of the London Chamber of 
Commerce as to compensating the owner of an apparently 
healthy animal which was found to be affected with tuber- 
culosis after being slaughtered, subject to a minimum price 
(say 410) to be fixed in each year by the Board of 
Agriculture. 

For this awakening of important opinion butchers 
may thank, in the main, their very excellent trade organ, 
The Meat Trades’ Journal, which, by-the-bye, we see has 


appeared in an improved form this week. 


We congratulate our contemporary on its  well- 
deserved and increasing success. In its new cover and 
type its appearance is one of which the trade may 
well be proud, and the improvements show that its 
able and energetic editor is not satisfied with dealing 
vigorously with trade grievances, but is determined that 
no information of value or interest to butchers, and those 
supplying them, shall be omitted from the columns of the 
paper. We hope soon to see its efforts on behalf of fair 
treatment of butchers crowned with success. If they had 
a few M.P.s like Mr. Field that success would soon come. 


ADULTERATION OF BEER. 


‘““THE brewing trade is not quite so happy as it was a 
month ago,” says Zhe Temperance Record. The reason is 
that “the advocates of ‘pure’ beer during the past few 
weeks have been giving brewers and the public a good deal 
of information about the national drink. That fusil oil, 
which in this country we are accustomed to associate with 
new whisky, was found in beer appeared to be a revelation 
which the witness, Dr. Schidrowitz, followed up by pro- 
mising to furnish the Beer Materials Committee with 
particulars of a dozen prosecutions for that offence in Ger- 
many.” ‘The witness says that “in all these cases malt 
substitutes were used.” Now, the brewing trade maintains 
that the substitutes used are quite harmless, and it points 
to the report of the Select Committee on Food Products 
Adulteration, which stated that “in thesamples of beeranalysed 
at Somerset House no noxious substances have been found 
for the past twenty years.” But with ‘the negative 
certificate from Somerset House Mr. Cassal, Public Analyst 
for St. George’s, Hanover Square, Kensington, and 
Battersea, dealt somewhat exhaustively. He pointed out 
that it does not necessarily follow that the beers examined 
at Somerset House were wholesome and non-injurious, 
for detection by analysis depends’ upon whether the 
substance is looked for. The Somerset House analysts 


have merely been looking for the original gravities 
or the presence of sugar or water illegally 
added. There may have been, and no doubt were, a 


dozen different substances in each of the beers, which 
they did not find simply because they did not test or 
look for them.” 

It would thus appear that the Archbishop of Canterbury 
and Dean Farrar, who have had the result of these analyses 
thrown at their heads by the beer trade, were quite justified 
in having declined to accept the construction sought to be 
placed upon them. As the correspondent says: “They 
proved nothing whatever beyond the fact that the beers 
contained water, sugar, and salt, which were the only things 
the analysts looked for.” Now, as brewers have for the past 
few years made as much use of this certificate as if the 
analysts had said the beers examined did not contain noxious 


substances, it is satisfactory to have the exact value 
an inspector, and on being passed were presumably fit for 
| by Mr. Cassal. 


of this much-used testimony placed before the public 
The authority from whom we quote 
says that “although Dr. Bell, who was the head of the 
Government Laboratory for twenty years, is on the Beer 
Materials Committee, and was present, he did not attempt 
He adds: 
“Tt appears to be well known that salicylic acid is used by 


Pa 


_ according to Dr. 


his ears, and all the symptoms of poisoning.” 
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“the majority of brewers in the proportion of half an ounce 
_to the barrel—that is the quantity recommended in the text- 
“books on brewing—as a preservative. 
- poison it is at least, according to the evidence of an expert, 
capable of producing all the symptoms of poisoning. 
Public analysts have successfully prosecuted retailers for 
_ selling beer containing it, but the Somerset House analysts 


never found it, because that is the substance revenue officials 
add to all samples to save the bottles from bursting before 
forwarding to the Government Laboratory.” Sir John 
Gilbert, one of the members of the committee, is of opinion 
that half an ounce of this stuff is added to each gallon of 
beer. The writer says : ‘‘ That is an extraordinary quantity. 
Any person who consumed one quart of such beer would, 
Doemans, Director of the Munich 
Brewers’ Academy, have his sight affected, ringing noises in 
And then we 
are told that ‘‘the poorer the materials used in brewing, the 


_ greater the danger of beer becoming putrid, and the 


greater the necessity for a strong dose of salicylic acid.” 

It would appear from all this that the advocates of pure 
beer have made out something like a very good case. The 
proving of adulteration, which has not been detected simply 
because it had not been tested for, is one point. And we 
also learn that they ‘‘ have brought forward very interesting 
scientific evidence which shows that the liquor made from 
all malt does not and cannot ferment to the same extent as 
that in the manufacture of which substitutes and malt in 
combination are used. That is to say, there is less alcohol 
and more nutrition in the former than the latter, which 
ferments or attenuates to such a degree that it is a stimulant 
pure and simple, and as such somewhat indigestible.” 
This language is from a pen which has no leanings to total 
abstinence. 





NOTIFICATION OF SPIRITS UNDER PROOF. 


AT Kensington Petty Sessions, on May 3rd, Mr. Thomas 
William Watts, wine merchant, 46a, Fulham Road, S.W., 
was summoned by the Kensington Vestry for selling Jrish 
whisky which was 35°46 degrees under proof and brandy 
which was 29°66 degrees under proof. 

Mr. J. W. Stephens appeared on behalf of the Vestry, 
and Mr. Walter Beard for the defendant. 

A lad named John Williams stated that on an in- 
spector’s instructions he went to defendant’s shop and 
asked for a bottle of Irish whisky and a bottle of brandy, 
each at 2s. 6d. After handing the money over the counter, 
he was told by the lady who served him that the brandy 
was ‘‘cooking brandy”; but nothing was said about thé 
whisky. 

Mr. Beard: Were there not labels on the bottles ? 

Witness: There were only small round pieces of paper 
stuck on the bottles, like the little labels on reels of 
cotton. 

Mr Beard: Was your attention called to the little label 
before the purchase ? 

Witness : No, sir ; it was not. 

Inspector Ellenden spoke as to receiving the whisky 
and brandy from the last witness. The lady who was 
serving said she did not know much about the business, 
and the husband, who subsequently came in, called his 
attention to the small label on the whisky. There was 
no notice in the shop notifying the nature of the goods 
served. 

Mr. Beard: Do you suggest that there was anything 
injurious to health in the articles ? 

The Inspector: No, I do not say that; but the label on 
the bottle ought to have been declared before the purchase 
was completed. 

Mr. Stephens : How were the bottles handed to you ? 

The Witness : They were served in plain paper, and it 
was only when they were being sealed that anything was 
said. 

For the defence, Mr. Beard maintained that sufficient 
notification of the nature of the articles was given The 


If this is not a. 














posted up, nor that the nature of the spirits should be © 
pointed out before the purchase. He wished to point out 
that it was not suggested that there was anything injurious 
to health in the articles, nor that they were fraudulently | 
adulterated. Then there was the small label to which 
attention was called. 

Mr. W. Bird (chairman): Yes, but attention was not 
called to the label until after the thing became the property 
of the inspector. 

Mr. Beard referred to the cases “ Gage v. Elsie,” and 
“Tyler v. Palmer.” In the latter case, he said, the spirit 
was drawn from a tap on which there was no label, and 
no label was on the bottle in which it was served. The 
inspector also in the case stated that he did not see any 
notice until his attention was called to one after the 
purchase. The defendant in that case was held not to be 
liable, and he (Mr. Beard) contended that calling attention 
verbally to the nature of the articles, as was done in the 
present case, was equivalent to calling attention to a notice, 
as in the case quoted. 

Mr. Bird: But the notice is up for a customer to see 
before purchase. 

Defendant was fined 5os. 
analyst’s fees. 


in each case, with 21s. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Auckland, on May 5th, William Goodman, “ Eden 
Arms,” West Auckland, pleaded guilty to selling whisky 
41°33 under proof, or with 21°77 of added water.—Mr. 
Thompson, C.C. Inspector, asked for a repressive penalty. 
This was not an ordinary case.—Fined 4os. inclusive.— 
Ernest R. Jenkinson, “ Blue Bells,’ South Church, was 
similarly charged, except that the figures were only 30°59, 
or 7°45 of added water.—Defendant said this whisky was 
the last in the bottle, and his wife had mixed it.—Fined 
20s., defendant protesting that he was not making a fortune 
at whisky. 

At Berkhampstead, Mark White, of Boxmoor, was 
charged with selling adulterated whisky at the “ Bell” Inn, 
Two Waters, on April 11th—Mr. T. Penny defended.— 
Mr. W. J. Rushworth, Inspector of Weights and Measures, 
said that on the day in question he visited the house and 
found that the Irish whisky was adulterated to the extent of 
45°6 under proof. A notice, stating that the spirits were 
adulterated, would not justify a man in adulterating 
his spirits to that extent. The whisky was sold at the price 
of genuine Irish whisky. 

George Colley, assistant to Mr. Rushworth, said he 
went to the “ Bell,” and asked for a pint of Irish whisky. 
The landlord and his wife were present, and the former 
poured the spirit into witness’s bottle. Witness paid 2s. 8d. 
for it, and then handed the bottle to the inspector, who 
then entered and explained why it had been purchased. 
Defendant said he would not have the whisky divided, as 
he knew the whisky was not right. He also asked the 
inspector not to make a case of it, and he would see that it 
did not occur again. 

By Mr. Penny : He first called for half-a-pint of beer. 
He was honestly served with the beer. The notice stated 
that the spirits were adulterated, but “ not under half- 
proof strength.” He could not say that half-proof ‘strength 
meant 50 per cent. The notice was easy to read and was 
facing the customers. It was true the defendant pointed 
to the placard when the inspector entered. 

By Mr. Longman: He read the placard before he 
bought the whisky. 

Inspector Rushworth corroborated the evidence given 
by Colley. 

Mr. Penny was about to address the Bench, but the 
magistrates retired for a few moments, and on their return 
the Chairman said they had decided that Mr. Rushworth 
was not the purchaser, and therefore the case would be dis- 
missed. 

Mr. Rushworth gave notice of an appeal. 

AT Wellington Petty Sessions, Thomas Keenan, landlord 


Act did not necessarily require that a notice should be | of the “ Nelson” Inn, Wellington, was charged with selling 
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- adulterated rum on March 2 5th. Mr. J. T. Carrane repre- 


sented the defendant.—Sergeant Cheshire said that in 
company with Police-constable Fletcher he visited the 
“Nelson” Inn in plain clothes, and asked to be supplied 
with a pint of rum, for which he paid ts. 2d., defendant’s 
daughter measuring out the liquor. He then told her his 
object in purchasing the rum, and she said it was a funny 
thing, but they had had the last drop out of the bottle. 
They were all liable to mistakes, and she had made one 
that time. She then asked how much they thought the 
fine would be. To Superintendent Edwards: The young 
woman did not call his attention to the notice produced 
that “All spirits sold in this establishment are of the 


same superior quality as heretofore, but to meet the 


requirements of the Food and Drugs Adulteration 
Act they are now sold as ‘adulterated spirits.’ No 
alcoholic strength guaranteed.” The notice was not hung 
up in the bar at the time of his visit, otherwise he should 
not have purchased so much as a pint of rum. He looked 
for a notice of the description of that produced. To Mr. 


_ Carrane: He did not know the price of rum at the time he 
made the purchase. 


He bought other samples on the 
same day, and had to pay 2s. and 2s. 6d. for similar 
quantities. —Police-constable Fletcher gave corroborative 
evidence.—Mr. Carrane quoted a case to support his con- 
tention that a landlord did not render himself liable in a 
case of that kind, if at the time the liquor was sold he 
brought to the notice of the purchaser the fact that it was 
adulterated. He was in a position to prove that the notice 


_ produced had been hanging in the room which the sergeant 


and the constable entered for years, and he was inclined to 
think they did not look sufficiently for the notice.—Kate 
Keenan said she supplied the officers with the rum, and the 
quantity was half-a-pint and not a pint. The quantity in the 
ordinary vessel not being sufficient, and as the policemen 
seemed to be in a hurry, she filled up the measure with the 


contents of her father’s bottle, which contained a quantity of 


an Dine sa 


water as wellas rum. ‘The notice was hanging in the bar 


at the time the officers were there, and Police-constable 


Fletcher stood close by it. To Superintendent Edwards: She 
did not call the officers’ attention to the notice, neither did 
she tell them that the rum was diluted with water.—Mr. 
Carrane submitted that the case had failed, inasmuch as the 


_ quantity supplied was half-a-pint, and nota pint, as mentioned 


in the information.—Superintendent Edwards said it was 
not the fault of the police if they asked for a pint and did 
not get it.—-Mr. Carrane said they were charged with an. 
offence which they had not committed.—The Chairman 


said the Bench would make a note of the objection, but 


they proposed to hear all the evidence.—Mr. Carrane then 


_ raised a further objection, contending that the notice which 


was declared to have been hung up in the house at the 


- time of the officers’ visit relieved defendant of responsibility 


in the matter.—Supt. Edwards said the adulteration of the 


- rum was not brought to the knowledge of the police by the 


of 10s. 


vendor.—The Bench having retired for consultation, a fine 
and costs was inflicted. The license was not 


endorsed. 


MILK. 
At Manchester, on May 4th, Thomas Routledge, Roch- 


_ dale Road, was summoned at the instance of the Man- 
_ chester Corporation for selling to one of their inspectors 


>» ial 


on the 24th ult. milk which had had three per cent. of 
_ water added and 15 per cent. of fat abstracted. He was | 


fined 20s. and costs.—James Nichols, of Mill Street, Fails- 
_ worth, for selling, on the 24th ult., milk containing 25 per 


~ cent. of added water, was find gos. and costs. 


Mr. A. T. 


_ Rook, superintendent of the Sanitary Department, Town 
Hall, prosecuted. 


t Street, was summoned for selling milk from which a portion 
had been abstracted, on April 7th. 


At Norwich, on May 3rd, William Tate, of Cowgate 


The Town Clerk 
appeared in support of the information, and defendant 
pleaded guilty. The Town Clerk stated that the analyst’s 





| 














certificate showed that 38 per cent. of the fat had been ex- —_- 


tracted. Defendant remarked that he sold the milk exactly 
as he bought it. He had no warranty of purity with the 
milk. Since the milk had been tested he had given it up. 
Mr. Wild said it was quite possible the retailer might be 
imposed upon, but the only person they could come on 
was the person who sold it. They must deal with it where 
they found it. Mr. Dakin remarked that the only pro- 
tection persons could have was a written warranty. The 
magistrates inflicted a fine of tos., with 7s. costs, in default 
seven days, Mr. Wild remarking that they thought it would 
be quite as satisfactory if they had before them sometimes 
the people who sent the milk up to the retailers. He 
thought the Sanitary Committee would do well to fly at 
higher game sometimes. . lene 

Stephen Woodhouse, of Orchard Street, was summoned 
for selling milk which had been adulterated, on April 6th. 
The purchase of the milk having been proved, the Town 
Clerk handed in the analyst’s certificate, which showed that 
13 per cent. of water had been added to the milk. 
Defendant said he knew nothing about the matter ; his wife 
sold it as it was received. The magistrates reminded 
defendant it was for him to take care that he received milk 
in a proper condition, and fined him 1os., with 8s. costs, or 
seven days. Mr. Wild thought if the inspectors went and 
got milk immediately it was delivered they would have 
something to go upon. The Town Clerk replied that they 
stopped wholesale dealers in the streets and took samples 
from their cans. 

At Salford, on May 4th, Louisa White, 2, Robinson 
Street, was summoned for selling adulterated milk. — 
Inspector Crossley stated that he visited the defendant’s 
shop on the rst of April, and purchased a pint of new milk, 
and informed her it was his intention to have it analysed. 
He divided the sample into three parts, one part he gave 
to Mrs, White, one part he retained, and the other he 
handed to the public analyst. On examination the sample 
was found to contain 18 per cent. of added water.—For 
the defence, the defendant stated that she sold the milk as, 
she purchased it from the wholesale dealer.—A fine of 20s, _ 
and costs was imposed. 


BUTTER. 


At Manchester, on May 3rd, before Mr. Yates, Q.C., 
Messrs. E. Pleasance and Co., of Cheetham Hill, were 
summoned under the 27th section of the Food and Drugs 
Act for giving a false warranty in respect of certain butter. 
Mr. Beckton prosecuted, and Mr. Langdon represented the 
defendants. Mr. Beckton stated that on March 3rd 
Inspector Parkinson called at the shop of Paul Webster, a 
dairyman, at Prestwich, and purchased three-quarters of a 
pound of butter, for which he paid 103d. The butter 
was analysed, and found to contain 11 per cent. of 
water, and 4o per cent. of foreign fats. Webster, 
when summoned, produced a warranty from Messrs. 
Pleasance. The Bench held that warranty to be 
good, and dismissed the summons, at the same time grant- 
ing a fresh summons against Messrs. Pleasance. Evidence 
having been given by Inspector Parkinson, Paul Webster 
stated that at the end of March he was fined 4os. and costs 
for selling adulterated butter which he had purchased from 
Messrs. Pleasance. On that occasion Messrs. Pleasance 
gave him £25 not to mention their name. When the first 
sample was taken witness went to Messrs. Pleasance, and 
was told by the manager that if he brought all his invoices 
he would write “guaranteed pure butter” upon them.— 
Cross-examined by Mr. Langdon: The butter he bought 
on March 3rd was the only “p.p.” he had had from 
Messrs. Pleasance, and he paid 1d. more for it. It was not ° 


| invoiced in the same way as other butter he had bought. 


On the occasion of the first summons Messrs. Pieasance 
gave him 4,25 as compensation, and they also paid the fine 
and costs. He returned to them the invoice of the butter 
from which the second sample was taken, on March 3rd, and it 
was given back to him with the words, ‘‘ Guaranteed pure 
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_ butter, E. Pleasance,” upon it.— After further evidence 


had been given, Mr, Langdon said it would be shown 
that the butter supplied under the invoice was the 


“pp.” butter, in respect of which Messrs. Pleasance 


themselves held a guarantee. If the sample was taken 
from that butter they were protected by that guarantee. 
He was instructed that Mr. Webster did not get the 
butter which the defendants guaranteed until March 
5th. When he (Webster) went to the shop, he saw 
the manager, and said he wanted different butter from 
what he had had, and that it must be guaranteed. He 
was given the butter, and the manager wrote out the 
invoice and took it to Mr. Pleasance, who, by mistake, 
put in the date “ March 3rd.” It could be proved that 
March sth was the correct date.—Continuing, Mr. Langdon 
said that on the first occasion Messrs. Pleasance themselves 
found that the butter was not pure, and, like honourable 
people, paid the fine and costs, and gave Mr. Webster £25 
as compensation. — Mr. Thorp, manager for Messrs. 
Pleasance, said he supplied Mr. Webster with butter on 
March sth.—Mr. E. Pleasance said the invoice received 
with the butter from the wholesale dealers guaranteed it 
pure.—Mr. Yates said the Bench were of opinion that the 
butter was sold to Messrs. Pleasance under a warranty. 
The case would therefore be dismissed.—The prosecution 
were allowed £5 5s. costs, and a summons was granted 
against the wholesale dealers, whose interest in the matter 
were watched by Mr. Edgar. 

AT Stratford, Charles Richard Sanders, provision dealer, 
187, High Street, Walthamstow, was summoned on two 
informations by the Butter Association for selling margarine 
as butter and for supplying it in an unlabelled wrapper.— 
Defendant was fined £5, the analyst’s fee, ros. 6d., and 
costs 6s. for the first offence ; and 1s. and costs 6s. for the 
second.——For similar offences, Henry Edridge, of 758, 
High Road, Leytonstone, was fined, with costs, 46 3s. 6d. ; 
Albert James Rochester, 373, Leytonstone Road, 
Z£1o 8s, 6d.; Thomas Scott and Co., 251, High Road, 
Leytonstone, £6 4s. 6d.; Henry Tingle, 62, High Road, 
Leytonstone, £6 4s. 6d. Mr. Rickets prosecuted in each 
case on behalf of the Association. 


LINDSEY COUNTY COUNCIL AND ADULTERATED 
FLOUR. 


On the reading of the report of Dr. Muter, the county 
analyst, Mr. R. Roberts raised an important question re- 
lating to the adulteration of flour. They not only received 
flour from America, he said, but they received it with an 
admixture of maize flour. It was a very serious question, 
and he moved that Dr. Muter analyse flour as well as other 
articles. 

The Council unanimously adopted the suggestion. 

This is a subject to which other authorities ought to 
give attention. 











POPLAR AND ADULTERATION. 

In presenting his quarterly statement, the Analyst 
reported that he had during the past three months examined 
71 samples, 70 of which were purchased and submitted to 
him by the Board’s sanitary inspectors, and one by a 
private purchaser. Of the 26 samples of milk analysed, 19 
were genuine ; the 10 samples of butter were genuine; of 
the 4 cocoas, 3 were genuine and 1 adulterated with 64 per 
cent. of a mixture of arrowroot and sugar ; of the 6 whiskies, 
2 were of full alcoholic strength and 4 deficient in spirit ; 
of the 6 rums, 5 were of full strength; of the 7 gins, 6 were 
genuine. He further reported that during the year the 
total number of samples analysed amounted to 280, of 
which 4o were found to be adulterated. This showed a 
slight increase in adulteration as compared with the previous 
year, but was much less than in former years. 


MR. CHAPLIN AND DAIRY PAODUCTS. 

THE President of the Local. Government Board, Mr. 
Henry Chaplin, has written a letter in regard to his reply to 
the Agricultural Deputation which waited upon him on 
Tuesday on the subject of the adulteration of dairy pro- 
ducts. The right hon. gentleman considers a false impres- 
sion as to his attitude towards the deputation may be 
conveyed by the newspaper statement that he said the 
Government’s promise of a Bill dealing with the matter was 
distinctly conditional, and would not be kept; and he,- 
therefore, desires to state that what he said upon that sub- 
ject was this : 

‘“‘T was pressed to proceed without delay with a Bill to 
give effect to the recommendations of the Select Committee 
on the Sale of Food and Drugs, one speaker calling on me 
to. fulfil the distinct and definite promise given in the 
Queen’s Speech in that respect. I pointed out, in reply, 
that the promise was not a distinct and definite, but a 
conditional promise. The announcement in the Queen’s 
Speech was qualified by the words ‘in case the time at your 
disposal should permit you to proceed with them.’ I added 
that my action in the matter must necessarily depend upon 
the progress made with other business ; that it did not rest 
with me to determine the order of that business, but that I 
would represent their views to those who were responsible ; 
that no one would be more glad than myself to have the 
opportunity of proceeding with the Bill, and that I saw no 
reason to despair of my being able to do so during the 
Session, providing reason progress was made with the 
business now before the House.” 

With reference to another statement, that the Govern- 
ment was asked by the deputation to bring in, not a Food 
Adulteration Bill, which must necessarily be a complicated 
and extensive measure, but a Bill limited to the adultera- 
tion of three or four products, Mr. Chaplin says that no 
such limitation of the Government Bill was ever proposed 
or mentioned, and still less was there any refusal to legislate 
on that suggestion. 
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This word is registered and used as 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality 
Articles only, and has become 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— gus 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa | Ont dR 
made in England on the popu- i 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing. 


Packets, 6d., Tins, +1/b. 8d, Deuicious 
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‘“KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 
quettes and ‘‘KURRUWA’” 
Chocolate Almonds. 


In Fancy Boxes— Large 1/-, small 6d, 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
/)) fectioner for these specialities. 
‘| See that they are marked ‘*KUR- 
{f=| RUWA,” and if you cannot obtain 
v7 them, write direct to the “‘KURRUWA” 
Association, 5, George ‘Street, Tower 
Hill, London, E.C, 
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THE DISINFECTION OF THE EXCRETA. 


BY 
Cuas. A. Hitt, B.A., M.B., B.C. Cantab., and 


Joun Hit Apram, M.D, Lond, M.R.C.P., Assistant 


Physician Royal Infirmary; Senior Demonst. Path. 
Univ. Coll. 
ate the Bacteriological Laboratories, University 


College, Liverpool. } 

THE methods used for ascertaining the value of any 
disinfectant are mainly two 
definite quantities of the substance to an active broth 
culture, with subsequent inoculation upon various media 
after the lapse of varying intervals, and the action of 
solutions of known strength upon test organisms inoculated 
-upon threads. 

These methods are valuable in that they determine the 
absolute working power of the disinfectant in definite con- 





ditions, but we have felt that direct experiment is necessary _ 


before conclusions derived from them can be adopted. 
This is more especially to be borne in mind in connection 
with the subject of our communication. 

We have limited our inquiry to the disinfection of the 
feeces, as naturally they are the most resistant. 


central portions. 
necessity for thoroughly mixing up the feecal matter with 
the disinfectant selected. 

We have chosen half an hour as the time during which 
the mixture must be allowed to stand, as being a convenient 
one in practice, though we admit that it is a severe test, and 
no doubt explains some of our results. After exposing for 
half an hour plate cultivations were made in the usual 
manner with gelatine and agar-agar. 

The accompanying tables give our results at a glance. 
The second table gives the minimum strength of those 
disinfectants which seem to act most satisfactorily. The 
price list is only approximately correct : 








TaBLeE I, 
Action on Feces. 
Disinfectant. | Strength. 
When Mixed. When Unmixed. | 

Perchloride of | 1 in 1,000 | Spore-bearing forms} Copious growth. 

mercury ~ 
Formol rin 20 | Sterile Copious. 
Carbolic acid 1 in 20 | Sterile Copious, 
Iodic hydrarg. I in 4,000 | Spore-bearing forms} Copious. 
Chloros Undiluted | Limited Limited. 
Chinosol 1 in 600 | Sterile Copious. 
Izal 1 in 200 | Spore-bearing forms —- 
Creolin .| tino | Sterile = 
Carbolic acid 

(crude) Undiluted | Sterile = 
Zinc chloride 1 in ro | Copious growth — 
Copper sulphate. | 1 in 20 | Copious — 
Boiling water —_ Copious — 
Sodium chloride. | 1 in 10 | Copious — 
Chloride of lime, 

15% Cl. rin 1o | Copious oe 
Chioride of me} 

35% Cl. 1 in 10 | Considetable _ 


Taste I1.—Minimum Strength of Six Solutions with Approximate 
Cost per Gallon. 


Carbolic acid . I in 20 ae Is. 
Crude carbolic she I in 40 6d. 
Formol I in 40 1s. 6d. 
Chinosol  .. I in 600 IS. 
Creolin af = 3 1 in 4o Is. 6d, 
Mercuric chloride .. I in 500 od. 


The above six solutions were tested with a typhoid stool, and 
all gave complete sterilisation. 


The literature on the subject is small, at any rate from 
our special standpoint. Uffelmann states that the mineral 


namely, the addition of | 


In our 

earlier experiments the disinfectant solution was added in | 
excess to the solid fsecal mass, but we speedily found that | 
in not a single instance did we get any sterilisation of the, 
Therefore we would insist upon the | 
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_ comes to the following conclusions : 


.,-and crude carbolic good disinfectants. 


_a typhoid stool ; 





| portability. 
| tablets are readily soluble, and may be obtained in such 











acids are the most active of all disinfectants, then corrosive 
sublimate, carbolic acid, etc. He points out the importance 
of the duration of the influence of the disinfectant upon the 
motions. He recommends sulphuric or hydrochloric ‘acid 
diluted with double the quantity of water, mixed in equal 
bulk with the feeces, and allowed to stand in the case of the 
former acid two hours, of the latter twelve hours. Foote 
that the best dis- 
infectants to use are corrosive sublimate with hydrochloric 
acid, corrosive sublimate with potassium permanganate and 
the chloride of lime. He further states that solutions of 


_ chloride of lime should be kept tightly corked, and should 


not be used after they are a week old. Gilman Thomp- 
son recommends 1 in 500 perchloride, 1 in 10 crude 
carbolic and chlorinated lime. He states that the mass 
must be thoroughly mixed and allowed to stand two hours. 
These workers recommend mineral acids, corrosive sub- 
limate, crude carbolic, and chlorinated lime. It will be 
seen from the table that we have found corrosive sublimate 
The mineral acids 
we have not tested, as there are many and obvious objec- 
tions to their use. Chlorinated lime we find, with our 
time limit of half an hour, to be useless. It may be said 
the preparations were old, but we submit that such an 
objection necessarily puts the substance out of court. Any 
of the six disinfectants on our select list may be regarded as 
absolutely certain in their results when thoroughly mixed 
with the stool and allowed to stand for half an hour. 
There are, however, objections to the use of some of 
them. 

Corrosive sublimate is a scheduled poison, acts upon the: 
metal work of the drainage system, and, moreover, gives a 
red coloration with stercobilin. This latter point is of im- 
portance, inasmuch as it mdy mask the presence of blood in 
again, albumen is coagulated by mercuric 
chloride, and thereby protects organisms enclosed in the 
centre of the coagulum. Crude carbolic acid is cheap and 
efficient, but does not mix over well with the feeces ; it stains 
linen, and is poisonous, Formol and creolin are good, but 


_ are rather costly. The remaining substance, chinosol, is, in 


our cpinion, the best. It is reliable, an excellent deodorant, 
and mixes well with the faeces. It is dearer than crude 
carbolic, but its cost is more than counterbalanced by its 
It is put on the market in tablet form. The 


strength that one of them ina pint of water makes a solution 
of effective strength. 

We may sum up our paper with the following -con- 
clusions : 

1. It is absolutely necessary to mix the feeces thoroughly 
with the disinfectant. 

2. The mixture should stand at least half an hour. 

3. Carbolic acid, cride carbolic acid, formol, creolin, 


| chinosol, and corrosive sublimate in the strengths given in 








the short list are a!l effective, but chinosol seems the most 
convenient. 


THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT IN HERTFORDSHIRE. 


Mr. A. E. Exins, the County Analyst, reports : 


_ “During the quarter ended March 31st, 1898, 43 samples 


of food and drugs were submitted to me by your inspectors, 
as follows: 27 samples of milk, 2 samples of whisky, 6 
samples of butter, 2 samples of sugar, 2 samples of ginger, 
1 sample of coffee, 1 sample of paregoric, 1 sample of 
precipitated sulphur, 1 sample of oatmeal. Of these, 7 
samples of milk were adulterated. JI am sorry to remark 
that the quality of the milk sold in the county still con- 
tinues to be very poor; in fact, 3 of the samples received 
this quarter were the worst I have ever had from an 
inspector. In every case in which legal proceedings have 
been instituted the vendor has been fined, with the exception 
of one, and in that case it was proved that the farmer had 
supplied an adulterated article to the dairyman ; and, as 
legal proceedings had been taken against the farmer, the 
case against the dairyman was withdrawn at the desire 
of the inspector, with the concurrer:ce of the Bench.” 





FOOD AND 


FINDING MR. CHAPLIN OUT. 

Mr. T. CARRINGTON SMITH writes : 

“ As Chairman of the Dairy Products Committee of the 
Associated Chambers of Agriculture, I wish to give my 
opinion of the impression left by Mr. Chaplin’s reply to the 
deputation. 


‘“We went to the President of the Local Government — 
Board in order to advocate certain principles definitely. 


laid down by us in the Report of the Dairy Products 
Committee. These principles, unanimously approved by 
us, have been before the public for some time, and Mr. 
Chaplin has had every opportunity of giving them due 
consideration. He has now declared himself unable to 
accept them. 

“ Consequently, the introduction of a Bill dealing with 
the adulteration of Dairy Products, under the charge of a 
Minister who disagrees with principles which we consider 
vital, is not desirable.” 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON TUBERCULOSIS. 
(Concluded). 
MEarT. 
A,—SLAUGHTERHOUSES. 


1. We recommend that in all towns and municipal 
boroughs in England and Wales, and in Ireland, powers. be 
conferred on the authorities similar to those conferred 
on Scottish Corporations and municipalities by the Burgh 
Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, viz. : 

(2) When the local authority in any town or urban dis- 
trict in England and Wales and Ireland have provided a 
public slaughterhouse, power be conferred on them to 
declare that no other place within the town or borough shall 
be used for slaughtering, except that a period of three years 
be allowed to the owners of existing registered private 
slaughterhouses to apply their premises to. other purposes. 
The term of three years to date, in those places where 
adequate public slaughterhouses already exist, from the 
public announcement by the local authority that the use 
of such public slaughterhouses is obligatory, or, in those 
places where public slaughterhouses have not been erected, 
from the public announcement by the local authorities that 
tenders for their erection have been accepted. 

(2) That local authorities be empowered to require all 
meat slaughtered elsewhere than in a public slaughterhouse 
and brought into the district for sale to be taken to a place 
or places where such meat may be inspected, and that local 
authorities be empowered to make a charge to cover the 
reasonable expenses attendant on such inspection. 

(c) That when a public slaughterhouse has been estab- 
lished, inspectors shall be engaged to inspect all animals 
immediately after slaughter, and stamp the joints of all 
carcases passed as sound. 

2. It appears desirable that in London the provision of 
public in substitution for private slaughter-houses should be 
considered in respect to the needs of London as a whole, 
and in determining their positions regard must be had for 
the convenient conveyance of animals by railway from the 
markets beyond the limits of London, as well as from the 
Islington market, to the public slaughterhouses which 
should be provided. At the present time no administrative 
authority has statutory power authorising it to provide 
public slaughterhouses other than for the slaughter of 
foreign cattle at the port of debarkation. 

3. With regard to slaughterhouses in rural districts the 
case is not so easy to deal with. But the difficulty is one 











that must be faced, otherwise there will be a dangerous 


tendency to send unwholesome animals to be slaughtered | 


and sold in small villages where they will escape inspection. 
We recommend, therefore, that in Great Britain the inspec- 
tion of meat in rural districts be administered by the 
County Councils. In Ireland the duty of carrying out 
inspection ought to devolve upon authorities corresponding 
as nearly as possible to those charged with that duty in 
England and Scotland. In view of the announced inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce a new scheme of local 
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government into Ireland we refrain from specifying the 


exact machinery which should be employed. 

© 4. We recommend further that it shall not be lawful to 
offer for sale the meat of any animal which has not been 
killed in a duly licensed slaughterhouse. 


. B.—QUALIFICATIONS OF MEAT INSPECTORS. 


5. We recommend that in future no person be per- 


mitted to act as a meat inspector until he has passed a © 


qualifying examination, before such authority as may be 
prescribed by the Local Government Board (or Board of 
Agriculture), on the following subjects : 

(a2) The law of meat inspection and such bye-laws, 
regulations, etc., as may be in force at the time he presents 
himself for examination. 

(2) The names and situations of the organs of the 
body. 
(c) Signs of health and disease in animals destined for 
food, both when alive and after slaughter. 

(7) The appearance and character of fresh meat, organs, 


fat, and blood, and the conditions rendering them, or 


preparations from them, fit or unfit for human food. 
C.—TUBERCULOSIS IN ANIMALS INTENDED FOR FOOD. 


6. We recommend that the Local Government Board 
be empowered to issue instructions from time to time for the 
guidance of meat inspectors, prescribing the degree of 
tubercular disease, which, in the opinion of the Board, should 
cause a carcase, or part thereof, to be seized. 

Pending the issue of such instructions we are of opinion 
that the following principles should be observed in the in- 
spection of tuberculous carcases of cattle :— 

The Entire Carcase and all the Organs may be Setzed. 

(2) When there is miliary tuberculosis of both lungs. 

(2) When tuberculous lesions are present on the pleuro 
and peritoneum. 

(c) When tuberculous lesions are present in the muscular 
system, or in the lymphatic glands embedded in or between 
the muscles. 

(7) When tuberculous lesions exist in any part of an 
emaciated carcase. 

The Carcrse, tf otherwise Healthy, shall not be Condemned ; 
but every part of it containing Tuberculous Lesions shall 
be seized. 

(a) When the lesions are confined to the lungs and the 
thoracic lymphatic glands. 

(2) When the lesions are confined to the liver. 

(c) When the lesions are confined to the pharyngeal 
lymphatic glands. 

(Z) When the lesions are confined to any combination 
of the foregoing, but are collectively small in extent. 

In view of the greater tendency to generalisation of 
tuberculosis in the pig, we consider that the presence of 
tubercular deposit in any degree should involve seizure of 
the whole carcase and of the organs. In respect of foreign 
dead meat, seizure shall ensue in every case where the 
pleura have been “ stripped.” 


MILK. 
D.—DISEASES IN THE UDDERS OF COWS. 


7. We recommend that notification of every disease in 
the udder shall be made compulsory, under penalty, on the 
owners of all cows, whether in private dairies or those of 
which milk is offered for sale. 

8. We recommend that for the purpose of excluding 
from their districts the milk of cows affected with tuber- 
culosis of the udder, Local Authorities should be given 
powers somewhat similar to those of Sections 24-27 of the 
Glasgow Police (Amendment) Act. 

g. We also recommend that powers shall be given to 
Local Authorities to take samples and make analyses from 
time to time of the milk produced or sold in their districts, 
and that milk vendors shall be required to supply sufficient 
information as to the sources from which their milk is 
derived, 
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--»» At ports where milk and milk products are received 
_ from foreign countries, any costs that may be thus incurred 
in their examination shall be borne by the importers. 


E.—COWSHEDS, BYRES, WC. 


~ 10. We recommend that the Local Government Board 
be empowered to require Local Authorities to adopt regula. 
tions as to dairies, cowsheds, &c., where that shall be found 
not to have been done already. 

11. That in future no cowshed, byre, or shippon, other 
than those already registered, shall be permitted or regis- 
tered in urban districts within roo feet of any dvwelling- 
house ; and that the discontinuance of any one already 
existing shall be ordered on the certificate either of the 
medical officer of health that it is injurious to the health 
of human beings residing near it, or of the veterinary in- 
spector that it is not a plage wherein cows ought to be kept 
for the purpose of milk supply, and that it is incapable of 
being made so. 

12. That the conditions of the attached cowsheds that 
shall warrant the registering of a dairy in a populous district, 
whether technically urban or rural, in the future shall include 
the following : 

(1) An impervious floor. 

(2) A sufficient water supply for flushing. 

(3) Proper drainage. 

(4) A depot for the manure at a sufficient distance from 
the byres. 

(5) A minimum cubic contents of from 600 to 800 feet 
for each adult beast, varying according to the average weight 
of the animals. 

(6) A minimum floor space of 50 feet to each adult 
beast. 

(7) Sufficient light and ventilation. 

While we have prescribed a minimum cubic contents 
and floor spaces without mentioning definite dimensions 
affecting ventilation and lighting, we are distinctly of opinion 
that these are by far the most important, and that require- 
ments as to cubic and floor space are mainly of value 
as tending to facilitate adequate movement of air. 

Existing cowsheds should be obliged to conform to the 
prescribed regulations within a period of twelve months 
from the time of the regulations coming into force. 


populous districts should apply to cowsheds, sparsely 
populated places, except in so far as cubic contents per cow 


are concerned ; as regards these cubic contents, such space 


per cow should be provided as would in view of the 
surrounding circumstances secure reasonable ventilation 
without draughts. But the physical circumstances prevailing 
in different localities being so various we do not find it 


practical to prescribe uniform minimum requirements in | 


this respect. 

14. We recommend that where cows housed in one 
district supply milk to another district, the local authority 
of the district in which the cows are housed shall be bound, 
when required, to supply to the local authority of the 
district in which the milk is sold or consumed full infor- 
mation, and veterinary reports regarding the condition of 
the cows, byres, etc., whence the milk is drawn. Where the 
local authority ‘of one district are dissatisfied with the 
reports so obtained, they may apply to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, with a view to an independent inspection and 
report being made. 


F.—ELIMINATION OF BOVINE TUBERCULOSIS. 


15. We recommend that funds be placed at the disposal 
of the Board of Agriculture in England and Scotland and 
of the Veterinary Department of the Privy Council in 
Ireland for the preparation of commercial tuberculin, and 
that stockowners be encouraged to test their animals by the 
offer of a gratuitous supply of tuberculin and the gratuitous 
services of a veterinary surgeon on certain conditions. 
These conditions shall be : 

(a) That the test be applied by a veterinary surgeon. 

(4) That tuberculin be supplied only to such owners as 


_ the Central and Associated Chambers of Agriculture 


| res ; 
13, The same conditions as those recommended, for | of fitty-four witnesses formally summoned before us only 





| fixed minimum, and below a fixed maximum. 


| animal may betray no outward sign of disease. 


will undertake to isolate reacting animals from healthy 
ones. 

(c) That the stock to be tested shall be kept under 
satisfactory sanitary conditions, and more especially that 
sufficient air space, ventilation, and light be provided in 
the buildings occupied by the animals. 

16. We recommend that the Board of Agriculture in 
England and Scotland, and the Veterinary Departments of 
the Privy Council in Ireland, undertake the circulation 
among agricultural societies of instructions for the proper 
use of the tuberculin test, with explanation of the signifi- 
cance in reaction, and directions for effective isolation of 
reacting animals. 

The Commission desire to place on record their sense of 
the services rendered by their secretary, Mr. T. M. Legge, 
whose professional knowledge has rendered him of great 
assistance in their inquiry, while his acquaintance with 
French and German has enabled him to translate for the 
use of the Commission an immense amount of reports, 
returns, and documents in these languages, and to conduct 
an extensive correspondence with Continental authorities. 


IMPORTANT MINORITY REPORT ON 
QUESTION OF COMPENSATION. 


THE Chairman of the Commission, Sir Herbert Maxwell, 
Mr. Harcourt E. Clare, and Mr. Thomas Cooke-Trench 
submit the following important memorandum on the subject 
of “Compensation to Owners of Confiscated Carcases” : 

While we are in complete accord with all our colleagues 
on every point, save one, in the Report which we have 
signed, we feel compelled to dissociate ourselves from their 
finding in respect to the claim for compensation made on 
the part of the butchers for carcases seized and condemned 
for tuberculosis. 

Very early in the course of our inquiry we were made 
aware of the intense feeling of dissatistaction prevailing in 
the meat trade on account of the seizure and condemnation 
of carcases affected with tuberculosis, and the claim for 
equitable compensation was strongly pressed, both on 
behalf of the National Federation of Butchers and also of 
Out 


THE 


one expressed an opinion unfavourable to compensation, 
and nearly everyone advocated it. Ten witnesses advo- 
cated compensation from Imperial funds, six out of local 
rates, and one a division of the burden. In addition to 
the evidence formally laid before us, we encountered a 
strong expression of opinion, in whatever part of the 
kingdom we visited, in favour of compensation. 

It has been shown to our satisfaction that it is impossible 
to detect the presence of limited or localised tuberculosis in 
the living animal from its outward appearance. Even when 
generalised—that is, when it exists to an extent which may 
justify the condemnation of the carcase after slaughter—the 
Those of 
your Majesty’s Commissioners who visited Antwerp last 
April saw the freshly-killed carcase of a remarkably fine 
Zeeland cow, which, while alive, seemed in perfect health, 
fat, and with her coat in fine condition. When slaughtered 
it was found that the pleura and internal organs, the post- 
pharyngeal glands, etc., were extensively affected, and the 
whole carcase was condemned. Under the Belgian law the 
owner of this animal would receive half its value in com- 
pensation ; under the German practice, probably, the meat 
would have been sent to the Freibank, after sterilisation of 
the worst portions. Even the tuberculin test is incapable 
of being applied in market, and when applicable, is of no 
value in ascertaining the ex¢en¢ to which a live animal is 
tuberculous ; reaction is the same whether the disease be in 
a single organ or generalised 

There is an important qualification to the claim 
advanced for compensation, namely, that it was made, by 
most witnesses, only in respect to the price paid above a 
Mr. Field, 


_M.P., President of the National Federation of Butchers, 
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character of the disease is so recent that the ordinary 


and speaking on behalf of that body, disclaimed any pro- 
posal for compensation for an animal for which less than 
48 or more than 430 had been paid. The former price 
is taken as the minimum at which a wholesome beast is 
likely to be sold, and the Federation “‘do not see the 
necessity of protecting a class of men who want to realise 
money out of the sale of diseased meat” Neither is 
compensation claimed in respect of what’ may be 
paid above the general market value for fancy. 
animals In those instances where traders have 
formed an insurance fund on a_ mutual _hasis, 
against losses by confiscation, some such minimum limit of 
price has been adopted. In the Mutuil Aid Association 
of the butchers of West Hartlepool, which may be taken as 
typical of this kind of insurance, no compensation was paid 
for a cow for which less than £10 had been paid, nor for a 
heifer for which less than £8 had been paid. 

We are aware that, in so far as this claim for compensa- 
tion for carcases confiscated for tuberculosis is based on 
the analogy of compulsory slaughter and compensation 
under the Diseases of Animals Act, the cases are not 
parallel. There is no compulsory notification required in 
cases of tuberculosis ; neither is there compulsory 
slaughter. The presence of generalised disease, 
though it may be beyond the power of either 
buyer or seller to detect it, may be regarded as an ordinary 
trade risk. But there is this important consideration to 
be kept in view. If any party to the transaction can 
be held responsible for the presence of the disease, it is 
the farmer or grazier who exposes the animal for sale. 
But there is no power to seize the animal during life, 
even if it exhibits clinical symptoms of advanced tuber- 
culosis. It is not till the animal has been sold to a butcher, 
perhaps in perfectly good faith on either side, killed, and 
exposed as meat, that an inspector may seize it. ‘Then the 
loss fails entirely on the butcher. 

The Isle of Man Butchers’ Association have adopted 
the rule of demanding from. the vendor of every anitnal a 
warranty that it shall pass the medical officer of health after 
slaughter, whereby the incidence of loss, in the event of 
confiscation, is transferred from the butcher to the farmer 
or other person from whom he buys the animal. But, for 
the reasons explained above, this can be but a blind 
warranty where there are no outward symptoms of the 
presence of tuberculosis, and forms a very serious disability 
on a home industry in competition with a foreign one. 

We consider, therefore, that, for the present, compen- + 
sation should be paid for carcases confiscated for the 
presence of tubcrculosis, subject to the magistrate who 
orders the confiscation being satisfied that the animal, 
while in life, had a good appearance, was well nourished, 
and exhibited no clinical evidence of tuberculosis ; subject 
also to a maximum and minimum limit of price. We feel 
that it would not be possible to fix such prices permanently, 
having regard to the fluctuations of the cattle and meat 
market. We would suggest, therefore, that the minimum 
price, below which no compensation should be paid, as 
well as the maximum sum to be paid in compensation, even 
if less than the price paid for the animal confiscated, should 
be fixed in each year by the Board of Agriculture. 

The risk of collusion between buyers and sellers of 
inferior stock has to be taken into account, whereby an 
artificial price might be nominally given, sufficient to bring 
animals within the limits of compensation, but the necessity 
for satisfying the magistrate as to the good condition of the 
animal as a preliminary to any award of compensation would 
probably act as a safeguard in this respect. 

We are of opinion that compensation should only be 
allowed for a limited period, dating from the time when 
measures are adopted, as we hope they will be adopted, for 
the elimination of tuberculosis from our herds. Believing, 
as we do, that the disease is one that may be almost com- 
pletely eliminated, or, at least, that it may be put in the 
power of stock-owners to reduce it very largely by rational 
precautionary measures, the necessity for compensation will 
cease when it is in the power of each man to protect 
himself against serious loss. Scientific knowledge of the 














agriculturist cannot be blamed for its prevalence in his 
stock ; it seems, therefore, equitable to protect him against 
being made the scapegoat of the general ignorance which 
prevailed till recent years. But as soon as the proper 
treatment and precautions have been formulated it will 
become his duty, as well as his interest, to put himself 
beyond risk of loss by confiscation. The butcher will then 
be able to protect himself by purchasing those animals only 
which have stood the recognised test. 

There still remains the important question from what 
funds—Imperial or local—is compensation to be paid ? 
We do not think that the whole burden should be thrown 
on the rates of the place where the animal happens to be 
slaughtered. For instance, if a cow from Ayrshire is con- 
fiscated at Carlisle, it seems hard that the ratepayers of the 
town should be called on to compensate the butcher, while 
the Ayrshire vendor pockets his price. Still, the pre- 
cautionary seizure has been made in the interests of the 
ratepayers of Carlisle, not in that of those of Ayrshire. We 
think that one-half of the compensation awarded by the 
magistrate should be charged on the rates, and one-half 
contributed from Imperial funds. 

We are very strongly of opinion that, subject to the 
above mentioned limitations in price, satisfaction of the 
magistrate as to condition previous to slaughter, and, 
above all, more discriminating and uniform standard of 
inspection, the compensation paid for meat seized on 
account of tuberculosis would amount to a very trifling sum 
in each year. 

Upon the grounds described above we desire to express 
our dissent from the opinion adverse to compensation con- 
tained in the Report, and to make the following recom- 
mendations : 


D.—CoMPENSATION FOR CONFISCATION. 


We recommend that the owner of a carcase confiscated 
and destroyed wholly or in part by order of a magistrate 
on account of tuberculosis shall receive full compensation 
and repayment of the amount paid by him for the animal, 
provided— 

(a) That the magistrate ordering confiscation shall 
satisfy himself that the animal had a good 
appearance before slaughter, was well nourished, 
and exhibited no visible signs of tuberculosis. 

(2) That no compensation be paid for any animal for 
ewhich there has been paid less than a mininum 
price, to be fixed from time to time by the Board 
of Agriculture, according to the market values 
current, nor in excess of a maximum price, to be 
fixed in the same manner. 

(c) That no sum shall be paid in compensation except 
on the order of the magistrate ordering the con- 
fiscation of the carcase. 

(2) That all compensation so ordered shall be charged 
against and paid by the Council of the Adminis- 
trative County, which shall be entitled to re- 
payment of one-half the amount from Imperial 
funds. 

HERBERT MAXWELL. 

HARCOURT E. CLARE. 

THOS. COOKE-TRENCH. 
March 3rtst, 1898. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


BORACIC ACID IN FOOD. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION. 


Sir,—-The language and tone of Mr. R. Gibson’s letter 
to the Farmers’ Gazetle re boracic acid in food, copied in 
FooD AND SANITATION of the 7th inst., to my mind, com- 
pletely throws away his case. The animus and motive are 
too plain.—Yours truly, T. H. Repwoop, M.D. 

Rhymney, May gth. 
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THE ADULTERATION OF BREAD AND FLOUR. 


Our frequent warnings to Food and Drugs Act in- 
spectors that there is every reason to believe wheaten flour 
is now being largely adulterated with maize flour will, we 
trust, soon yield fruit in police-court proceedings which will 
suppress this fraud. A contemporary informs its readers 
that ‘six of the flour mills of St. Louis have been shut 
down, ostensibly on account of the competition of mixed 
maize and wheat flour”; and its contributor goes on to 
state that “‘in all probability, if prompt measures are not 
taken to check this comparatively new form of adulteration, 
American flour will suffer as seriously in reputation as 
American cheese suffered through the manufacture of ‘filled 
cheese.’” One day recently, on Mark Lane Market, over 
2,000 sacks of maize flour were sold for the purpose of 
being mixed with wheaten flour, and the Grocer’s Journal 
says that many English millers are culprits in this form of 
adulteration. 

In his quarterly report to the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act Committee, Mr. Otto Hehner, the Public Analyst, 








suggested “that samples of bread and flour might with 
advantage be submitted for examination. For many years 
these articles had been absolutely free from adulteration. 
He had, however, received information that immense 
quantities of American flour were now imported which were 
mixed with maize flour, and that rapidly increasing quantities 
of maize flour were being sold in London, which were, 
almost certainly, used by bakers to admix with wheaten 
flour in the manufacture of bread. Maize flour is vastly 
inferior to wheat in nourishing qualities, and any attempt to 
deteriorate our most important article of food, viz., bread, 
should be suppressed immediately.” 

There appears, therefore, to be very little doubt 
about the existence of the fraudulent practice, and the 
many energetic Food and Drugs’ inspectors who are num- 
bered amongst our subscribers will no doubt promptly 
squelch it. Our well-informed contemporary, Zhe British 


| Baker, in its current issue, gives sundry hints to bakers 


on the detection of the fraud. It is stated that 
there are at least three distinct varieties of maize products, 
and several qualities of each class, being now sold to 
bakers. They are known to us and the London market as 
patent cornflour, maize flour, and maize cones. There are 
also other varieties of maize products, such as “quick 
malt ” used in bakeries, but these are used solely as yeast 
foods and are out of the scope of our present remarks. 

The patent cornflour—or “Best,” as it is called—is 
very different in every way to what is known as maize flour. 
Both, however, are produced from the same cereal, corn, or, 
as it is sometimes called, Indian corn—being, of course, 
only another name for maize. The patent cornflour is 
marvellously white—much whiter than Vienna flour—and 
is pure starch. It clings together in the sample. It 
clings to the roof of the mouth when a pinch of it is 
tasted, and has the taste of what we have all from our 
youth upwards always known as cornflour or blancmange 
powder. It clings to the fingers when testing for granu- 
lation, feels very smooth, dry and_ greasy, reminds 
one perhaps of icing sugar or toilet powder, and is 
altogether of a different caste to wheaten flour. The maize 
flour, on the other hand, is much more and very like 
ordinary flour. It is more granular, less greasy than the 
cornflour. Does not cling to roof of mouth. Does not so 
much adhere to fingers. Is not nearly so white as the corn- 
flour, and mixes far easier with ordinary flour. Has quite a 
different taste, and, except in the better qualities, has the 
bitter taste characteristic of maize. The maize cones are 
similar to the maize flour, but are much sharper. The 
prices of the three descend in the same order as we have 
here mentioned them. 

The price of the maize flour on the recent upheaval has 
not advanced nearly so much as wheaten flour, the rise at 
present being only about three to four shillings per sack, as 
against nearly ten shillings, and the rise of the cornflour 
has been still less. Therefore greater than ever will be the 
temptation to use a proportion of this cheap article, which 
is now such a nuisance to all honest millers. 

The cornflour being more starchy and purer than the 
maize flour, the characteristics peculiar to the twain will be 
more noticeable in the former than in the latter. In other 
words, a larger percentage of the so-called maize flour could 
be used without being noticed than of the cornflour. Like 
an excessively starchy wheaten flour, this cornflour is first seen 
in the crust. Starch will not take a bloom on crust. If there 
be more than twenty-eight pounds per sack, or 10 per cent., 
of this cornflour mixed, the crust will have a dirty and dull 
appearance, and will take no more bloom than a sour loaf. 
Another distinctive feature is that the crust will be very short 
—pleasantly so. The same quantity will improve the colour, 
but when added to the ordinary flour mixture, which possibly 
is not very strong and already rather starchy, ten to fourteen 
pounds per sack is quite enough to be usually safe if you 
wish to escape the prevalent dryness in bread. ‘This latter 
quantity is also quite enough if you do not wish to see 
closeness and a loaf of pinched appearance—which is, of 
course, an expected characteristic of an ingredient having 
no gluten of an expansive nature. The cornflour would 
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be enabled to get and retain its necessary quantity of 
water, and not give the dryness if it were gelatinised ; 
but if anything beyond a few pounds per sack were 
gelatinised, the moistness would be excessive. When 
the cornflour—and when we are speaking of general 
characteristics we mean the word ‘cornflour ” to be inter- 
changeable with “maize flour”—is wet up with cold water 
into a thin batter, and then heated, this thin batter will 
become a jelly-like mass—that is, be gelatinised—and when 
cold will be a solid, and thus the water of the batter stage 
be entirely absorbed. If the cornflour be mixed in the dry 
state with the flour, it comes in contact with no gelatinising 
(144 deg. F.) heat until in the oven, and is therefore un- 
gelatinised. When gelatinised by the heat of the oven it 
must then take up water. A loaf with an excess of corn- 
flour feels in the hand as if water-logged—heavy. 


A ROYAL COMMISSION ON WHISKY ADULTERATION. 
A PITIABLE EXHIBITION OF IGNORANCE. 


THE Licensing Commission some days ago took evidence 
from his Honour Judge Orr, who gravely informed the 
gentlemen who are playing this Royal Commission farce 
that if “ the Sale of Food and Drugs Act were efficiently 
enforced in Ireland plenty samples of spurious or adulterated 
whisky would soon be forthcoming.” Although Sir Algernon 
West, who is responsible for the debauchery of beer into 
“swipes,” was in the chair, he did not seem to know, nor 
did any of his fatuous fellow commissioners appear to 
realise the truth, that the Food and Drugs Act can no more 
prevent the sale of spurious whisky than it can make intelli- 
gent men of the members of the Licensing Commission, 
Thanks to the policy of Sir Algernon West, Dr. Bell 
and his successors at Somerset House, the distiller can 
make whisky out of any substance he chooses to consider 
suitable. He uses damaged fruit, spoiled grain, potatoes, 
and could use the refuse in his insanitary dustbin if he 
pleased ; and he could sell, as he does, his infernal con- 
coctions as whisky and defy analysts and inspectors alike so 
long as he did not overstep the percentages of water permitted 
by the Act. Surely these ignorant Royal Commissioners 
ought to know that whisky can be made from anything 
which the ingenuity of any thieving distiller can turn into 
alcohol, and if they want to learn some truths about what 
whisky is made of and the encouragement that is given to 


foreign and home roguery they have only to turn to the . 


evidence of Dr. Bell, late principal of the Somerset House 
Chemical Department, given before the last commission on 
spirits, and they will find that he gravely propounded the 
wretched drivel as a solid scientific truth that whisky made 
from potatoes was purer than malt whisky! But this game 
of distilling from rubbish and brewing from substitutes 
instead of malt and hops will go on for a reason plain to all 


who know the methods of the Houses of Commons and | 


Lords. The swindling distillers and brewers fill the Party 
war-chests, and as they control whatever Government is in 
office, they call the tune, as the payer of the piper excepts 
to do. These Royal Commissions are no more serious than is 
a Punch and Judy show. If anyone is fool enough to imagine 
they are, let him study the Petroleum Committee’s games, or 
the Food Products Committee. Akeen political observeronce 
said representative government “was on its trial.” Those 
who have heard the evidence, and know the venality and 
lying which saturates our National Talking Shop would like 
to believe that keen political observer right, for if it were 
on its trial every front bench man, hireling of telephone, 
murderous 73 degree Rockefeller’s oil, potato-whisky, 
‘“swipe beer” or pyroligneous acid vinegar swindler would 
get and richly deserve seven years on the mill. As it is, 
they are Honourable Gentlemen ; and Royal Commissions 
and Select Committees are not only means of shelving 
questions, but afford possibilities which persons like 
Rockefeller well know how to turn to their own advantage. 
In the rush for the telephone spoil we see unctuous Right 





Honourables ; whilst Honourable Government drivers whip 
around to obey Rockefeller’s call for his yearly tribute of one 
roasted human being per day. And these people prate of 
their honour. Pshaw! it stinks. 


AN OBJECT LESSON FOR APOLOGISTS OF DRUGGING 
-IN BUTTER. 


IF any persons have been foolish enough to take the 
advice of that courteous controversialist, Mr. R. Gibson, 
of Limerick, and use boracic acid in butter, they are likely 
to very bitterly regret it if their produce goes to Birmingham. 
The city of Professor Postgate, father of the Food and 
Drugs Acts, has sanitary officials watchful to prevent fraud 
and protect public health to a degree only equalled in two 
or three places in the kingdom. Surreptitious druggers of 
food had better give Birmingham a wide berth, for this is 
what happens to traders in Birmingham who take Mr. 
Gibson’s fatuous advice : 

The Birmingham, Industrial Co-operative Society, 
trading at 15, Lodge Road, were summoned, on May roth, 
for selling butter which was not of the nature, substance, 


- and quality of the article demanded.—Mr. Hiley, who pro- 


secuted on behalf of the Corporation, said that on March 31 
Inspector Jones purchased half a pound of butter from 
defendants’ shop for 6d., and on analysis the article proved 
to contain 70 grains of boracic acid. The objection the 
Corporation had to the use of the acid was raised purely 
in the interest of the public health, and they had no other 
interests to serve in the matter. Boracic acid was not a 
food at all, but a drug. Butter merchants used to employ 
salt as a preservative; but solely in the interests of the 
trade boracic acid had been used of late. The acid pre- 
served butter for a longer period than salt; but it was dan- 
gerous to digestion, and brought on kidney disease and skin 
complaints.—Evidence of the purchase of the butter having 
been adduced, Dr. Hill said that he analysed the butter, 
which was pure. It, however, contained seventy grains of 
boracic acid to the pound, or equivalent to 1 per cent. 
The use of boracic acid in butter was of recent origin. It 
had powerful physiological effects, it created irritation of 
the stomach, was a depressant of the heart, and produced 
congestion, and sometimes hemorrhage of the kidneys. If 
taken in the quantity found in the butter three times a day, 
it would be likely to set up some of the symptoms men- 
tioned. Out of twenty-seven different samples of food he 
analysed twelve months ago, twenty were adulterated with 
boracic acid. By Mr. McCardie (for the defence) : Boracic 
acid preserved butter longer than salt. Witness did not 
know that the lower classes disliked salt butter. His opinion 
of the effect of boracic acid was in accord with that of well- 
known original physiological investigators and eminent 
practitioners.—Dr. A. P. Luff, scientific analyst to the 
Home Office, said that he was decidedly of opinion that 
seventy grains of boracic acid to the pound in butter 
would be noxious to health. In large quantities the acid 
was poisonous, and five deaths had been recorded. Whilst 
constantly taking boracic acid a person would be depressed, 
and mischief would be set up to the kidneys. In reply to 
Mr. McCardie, witness said that he objected to the use of 
boracic acid in butter because if it was allowed in butter 
it could not be objected to in other foods. He did not 
know that he was the only expert who was absolutely 
adverse to the use of boracic acid. He certainly would 
advise the prohibition of the use of boracic acid in 
food. — Dr. Vachell (Cardiff) gave corroborative 
evidence as to the noxious effects of the consumption of 
boracic acid.—Mr. Harrison Barrow said that he was the 
managing director of Barrows’ Stores, and his firm sold about 
26cwt. of butter weekly. Boracic acid was not used in the 
better class of butters, and in his opinion the acid was not 
necessary.—Mr. McCardie, for the defence, urged that even 
if the Bench convicted it was not a case for a heavy penalty. 
Those interested were not so desirous of resisting a con- 
viction as to obtain a ruling of what might be done.—The 
Bench imposed a fine of 20s. and costs, to include 45 
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towards the expenses of the prosecution. —Mr. Chamberlain 


remarked that the penalty did not at all represent what 


might be done ina second case. 

The Birmingham grocers met on May rr, when Mr. 
Instone referred to the boracic acid prosecution, and said 
that the case was watched by Mr. Jarvis and himself, as 
it was of extreme importance to the grocery trade. Evi- 
dence was given by several medical gentlemen, including 
the city analyst and medical officer of health, Dr. Luff from 
the Home Office, and Dr. Vachell from Cardiff. It appeared 
to him that if they could not prove that evidence to be un- 
reliable they had hard work before them. Mr. Jarvis said 
a penalty was imposed, but Mr. A. Chamberlain, one of 
their cleverest magistrates, expressed the opinion that it 
must not be taken to represent the penalty that would be 
imposed in another case. An inspector might have gone 
into the shops that day and obtained butter containing 
boracic acid, and the vendors would be liable to heavier 
penalties than that already inflicted. Within a stone’s 
throw of where they were meeting he had no doubt there 


_ were tons of butter containing boracic acid, not with a view 


of adulterating it or increasing its price, but simply to keep 
it wholesome and palatable. Though not a dealer in butter 
himself, he was anxious nonetheless for those who were. 

It is by taking the ignorant advice of Zhe Grocer and 
persons such as Mr. Gibson that traders lay themselves 
open to prosecutions like this. We pointed out the dangers 
grocers ran of loss of trade, money, and reputation by 


prosecutions for borated butters over five years ago, and © 


after the Glamorganshire prosecutions we wrote a special 
warning to the grocery trade. People who in the teeth of 
such warnings sell drugged butters dosed with boracic acid, 
or cocoa drugged with kola and malt and hops, must not be 
surprised if they find themselves in the police courts 
victims of rogues and quacks, whose lying advertisements 
and malpractices are concocted and practised to plunder 
the public regardless of the result to their credulous victims, 
the retail traders. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


BErore Sheriff Brown, in the Aberdeen Sheriff Court, a 
spirit dealer in Aberdeen was charged, onthe complaint of Mr. 
Kenneth Cameron, sanitary inspector, with a contravention 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, as amended by 
the Act of 1879, in respect that by the hands of a servant 
in the shop she sold to the complainer, on March 31st, a 
bottle of whisky which was reduced to 26 4-5 degrees under 


_ proof, being 1°8 per cent. under the minimum standard 


fixed by the Act. 

The Sheriff: This is adulteration in a new but véry 
important province. 

Accused pleaded guilty.— Mr. Alexander Wilson, 
solicitor, explained that this was the first case of the kind 
ever brought before the Aberdeen Court. Prior to the 
passing of the amending Act under which this charge was 
brought, considerable diversity of practice existed as to the 
reduction of spirits, and, as set forth in a note to the Act, 
the standard of twenty-five degrees under proof was fixed in 
order that uniformity of practice might be established. In 
this case that standard had been exceeded by only 
one degree. Of course, too, there was here no 
adulteration by deleterious substance — it was only 
water that was added, for the reduction of the 
spirit to the recognised taste of accused’s customers. The 
accused probably only anticipated the action of consumers 
by adding a little water, and the matter would be put right 
by the customers adding less when they came to make the 
usual mixture prior to drinking (laughter). In view of the 


been brought doubtless in order to let spirit dealers know 
that the eye of the inspector was upon them, and that 
accused would take care in future not to exceed the 
reduction allowed by the Act, he asked that a nominal 
penalty be imposed. 

The Sheriff said undoubtedly in first cases, as this was, 
the Court was accustomed to pronounce a lenient sentence 
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if that was at all possible. In view of the considerations so 
judiciously urged by Mr. Wilson, and the fact that the 
adulteration in this case was not serious, he should restrict 
the penalty, and he was passing a very lenient sentence in a 
case in which there was a statutory penalty of £20, in 
imposing a penalty of 2os., with the option of five days’ 
imprisonment. 

At Bridgend, on May 16th, John Thomas, of the Eagle 
Inn, Brynna, was fined #1 for selling adulterated rum 
284 degrees under proof. Superintendent Jennings prose- 
cuted, and Mr. T. J. Hughes, solicitor, appeared for the 
defence. 


AN IMPORTANT MILK CONVICTION. 


AT the North London Police Court, on May 14th, the 
case of Roper v. Knott, which was recently decided by eight 
judges in the Court for Crown Cases Reserved, and remitted 
to Mr. d’Eyncourt for conviction, came before the Court, 
the defendant, Charles Knott, surrendering to be dealt 
with. 

Mr. Walter Windsor (C. V. Young and Windsor) 
appeared for the prosecutor, Mr. Roper, a dairyman in a 
large way of business at South Hornsey and Stoke New- 
ington, and said that on January 11th last the prisoner 
was detected in the act of watering his master’s milk. 
He was charged with wilful damage, but ultimately the 
magistrate, acting on the authority of the case of “ Hall 
and Richardson,” dismissed the prosecution, holding that 
no wilful damage in law had been committed. ‘That 
finding was indeed the only finding that the magistrate 
could arrive at while the case of “Hall and Richardsonj” 
remained as the governing case. The Divisional Court 
took the same view, but Mr. Roper not being satisfied 
with the existing state of the law, which gave the milk- 
carrier so much opportunity of defrauding his master and 
causing damage to his property and business, carried the 
appeal to the Court for Crown Cases Reserved, where 
eight judges decided that wilful damage had been com- 
mitted, and the case was ordered to be remitted to the 
magistrate for conviction. As to the facts, the evidence 
showed that the action of the defendant was deliberate. 
Such offences were most difficult to discover, and likely to 
have a very serious effect on a master’s business. The 
whole of the milk trade looked upon the case with 
considerable interest. 

Mr. d’Eyncourt said that he had dismissed the charge 
against the accused, not because he believed the man 
innocent, but because of the state of the law which was 
brought about by the decision in the case of “ Hall and 
Richardson.” He now had to ask if the prisoner had any- 
thing to say prior to being sentenced. 

The defendant replied that he did what he did to make 
up his losses in bad debts, etc. 

Mr. d’Eyncourt said that the prisoner’s conduct had 
been about as bad as it could be. As to the story that 
the prisoner added the water to make up his deficiencies, 
that had been disproved. The defendant would now have 
to pay a fine of £4, with ros. 8d. the damage, or a month’s 
hard labour. 

AN INTERESTING POINT OF PROCEDURE. 


SEVEN summonses taken out against persons under the 
Food and Drugs Act for adulteration of milk were set down 
for hearing before Mr. T. Fallows and Alderman Cain, at 
the Bootle Police Court, on May 13th.—Mr. W. H. Hick- 


| son (Deputy Town Clerk) prosecuted.—The first case was 


that of Elizabeth Booth, who keeps a milk-shop in Berry 
Street. Chief Inspector Leslie procured a pint of new milk 
from the defendant’s shop on the roth ult., and sent it to 


facts that it was a nominal contravention, that the case had | the public analyst, who had certified that the milk contained 


| 2°39 per cent. of fats, the minimum being 3 per cent.— 


Mr. W. Wall, whoappeared for the defendant, raised a technical 
objection tothe information, on theground thatit waslaid by the 
Chief Constable, who was not the purchaser. He contended 
that, according to the terms of tne Act, Chief Inspector 
Leslie was the proper person to institute proceedings, 
Inspector Leslie was called, and, in answer to Mr, E, L 
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Lewes (magistrates’ clerk), he stated that he was instructed 
by the Chief Constable to take samples of milk. Mr. Rudd, 
who represented two of the other defendants, remarked that 
he had further points to put before the bench. The Clerk 
said he would very much prefer the point being put right 
by another court. Mr. Hickson pointed out that the Chief 
Constable, who issued the instructions, was the official pur- 
chaser. He would take an adjournment for a week, because 
it was an important point and affected the procedure to be 
taken with regard to these informations in the future. 
If it was found necessary to withdraw the summons a new 
one could be issued, and served in time as required by the 
statute. Mr. Wall suggested that Mr. Hickson should 
abandon the prosecution. Mr. Hickson refused, and 
applied for permission to withdraw the information and take 
out new ones. Mr. Rudd then asked for costs, urging that 
his clients had been brought there unnecessarily. Mr. 
Wall also made a similar application. Mr. Hickson 
objected to an order being made for costs, on the ground 
that the summonses had not been dealt with on their 
merits, but withdrawn on a technical objection raised by 
the defendant. Mr. Lewes suggested that the summons 
should be dismissed on the technical point, and a case 
applied for to be tried in a higher court, and that the 
remaining six informations should be adjourned size die. 
Mr. Hickson agreed to this course. 

At Bristol, on May 13th, Mrs. Sarah Tamblin, milk 
dealer, of 33, James Street, Mina Road, was summoned for 
selling adulterated milk. Mr. E. J. Taylor, from the Town 
Clerk’s office, appeared for the prosecution. Mr. Simpson, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, spoke to taking 
a sample of the milk the defendant sold, and to submitting 
it to the public analyst for examination. The analyst’s 
certificate showed that the milk had contained 19 per cent. 
of added water. The Bench imposed a fine of 20s. and 
costs. 

At Southwark Police Court, John Morgan, of 65, 
Tabard Street, Borough, was summoned by Chief Inspector 
Edwards, of St. George-the-Martyr, for selling milk contain- 
ing 10 per cent. of added water.—The defendant said he 
had no defence to offer and nothing to say.—The inspector 
said the defendant did a large business in a poor neigh- 
bourhood.—Mr. Fenwick fined him £4, and costs, and the 
money was immediately paid. 


CARDIFF GROCERS’ ASSOCIATION AND THE CONDENSED 
MILK CASE. 

Mr. MoLynevux drew the attention of the meeting to 
the recent case of Petchley v. Taylor, in which a conviction 
was made, and upheld by Justices Wills and Kennedy in an 
appeal, that ‘Cup Brand” milk could not be sold as ‘‘skim” 
milk but as “separated” milk. He thought that as a 
large quantity of this kind of article was sold in the district 
that they should be on their guard, and suggested that the 
matter should be brought before the manufacturers through 
the Federation.—Mr. J. Williams (64, Castle Road) thanked 
Mr. Molyneux for having drawn attention to the matter, as 
he was selling a large quantity of 23d. tins in his district.— 
Mr. J. Williams (Argyle Stores) thought that the only thing 
they could do would be to get slips printed with the words 
“separated milk,” as there could be no doubt the local 
authorities would come to know of it, and prosecutions 
would follow.—The President suggested that they should 
write direct to the makers of the ‘‘ Cup Brand,” the Con- 
densed Milk Company, Limited, Limerick, asking them 
what they intended doing in the matter.—This was decided 
upon. 


VINEGAR. 


In Aberdeen Sheriff Court, on May 11th, at the instance 
of Mr. Kenneth Cameron, inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, against Wm. Sutherland, grocer, Gallowgate, it 
was alleged that he sold a bottle of vinegar which was 
deficient in acetic acid to the extent of not less than 50 per 
cent. compared with vinegar of good quality, and not less 
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than 25 per cent. compared with the lowest class of vinegar. 
Mr. Philip, solicitor, stated a special defence to the effect 
that accused purchased the article in question as of 
the same nature, substance, and quality as that de- 
manded by the prosecutor, and had no reason to 
believe at the time he sold it that the article was 
otherwise, and that he sold it in the same state in 
which he purchased it. Evidence was given as to the 
purchase and analysis of the vinegar, and accused himself 
stated that he bought it at 3s. or 3s. 3d. per dozen bottles, 
and sold it at 43d. per bottle. He admitted it was a cheap 
vinegar as regards quality and price, but he sold it in the 
belief that it was pure and was according to the warranty 
given on the label affixed to the bottle. The wholesale 
merchant who sold the vinegar to accused said he 
bought it from a Glasgow firm as guaranteed pure. 
Witness admitted that it was a poor vinegar, but he 
believed it to be pure, and sold it as such.—The 


prosecutor contended that the label on the bottle was not a 


written warranty in terms of the Act.—Sheriff Brown 
deferred his decision for a week. 


COFFEE. 


At Cardiff Police Court, John Butler, grocer, 21, 
Corporation Road, appeared on a summons under the 
Food and Drugs Act charged with selling coffee which was 
adulterated with chicory to the extent of 76 per cent. The 
offence was admitted ; but Mr. J. E. Gladstone, solicitor, 
who appeared for the defendant, pleaded in extenuation 
that defendant was ignorant of the law, having only recently 
come from the Channel Islands. The Stipendiary remarked 
that it was, of course, incumbent on a person to make him- 
self acquainted with the laws and regulations of any trade 
immediately on embarking upon it. Still, the circumstances 
were an extenuation, and he imposed the mitigated penalty 
of #1 and costs or 14 days. 


STRANGE PROCEEDINGS IN THE PRESTWICH BUTTER 
CASE. 


BEFORE the commencement of business at Manchester, 
on May 11th, Mr. Langdon, barrister-at-law, mentioned the 
case of Parkinson v. Pleasance, which was a summons for 
giving a false warranty in respect of certain butter supplied 
to a dairyman at Prestwich named Webster. The case was 
before the Court on May 3rd, and reported in Foop AND 
SANITATION, page 857. On that occasion, Mr. Langdon 
said, he appeared on behalf of Messrs. Pleasance. Pro- 
ceedings were, in the first instance, taken against Webster 
by an inspector of the Royal Lancashire Agricultural 
Society (who act in conjunction with the County Council) 
for selling adulterated butter, and at the hearing Webster 
produced a warranty from Messrs. Pleasance, whereupon 
the case against him was dismissed, and a summons was 
granted against Messrs. Pleasance. On behalf of this firm 
his first line of defence was that the sample which had 
been taken by Inspector Parkinson was not from the butter 
which Messrs. Pleasance had warranted. As the case 
proceeded, however, it became manifest that he could not 
break down Webster’s evidence by cross-examination, or 
satisfy the Bench that the sample taken from Webster was 
any other than the butter in respect of which Messrs. 
Pleasance had given a warranty. It seemed to him clear 
that that butter must be butter which Messrs. Pleasance had 
received from the wholesale dealer. Upon consultation with 
his clients, he relied upon the warranty they had received, 
and the case was dismissed. On the following day Messrs. 
Pleasance made further investigation, and upon seeing him 
(Mr. Langdon) they fully realised that the warranty they had 
given could not have reference to the butter purchased by 
Webster. The butter they obtained from Messrs. Hunter, the 
wholesale merchants, was absolutely pure, and that from 
which the sample was taken by the inspector had not been 
warranted at all. It then became necessary for Mr. 
Pleasance to consider his position, for clearly he had made 
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He 
decided to come to the Court and frankly admit that he had 
made a mistake, offer to withdraw the defence of warranty, 


_and submit to any penalty the Bench might inflict. He was 
willing, if Mr. Beckton would take out another summons, 


under another section, to plead guilty. He withdrew 
absolutely all imputation on Messrs. Hunter.—Mr. Yates 
said the Bench could not help them. Mr. Beckton must 
take what course he pleased.—Mr. Beckton then applied 
for a summons against Messrs. Pleasance for applying to the 
butter in question a warranty which had not been given by 
the wholesale dealers.—-The summons was granted.—Mr. 
Edgar watched the proceedings on behalf of Messrs. 
Hunter. 

i 

MARGARINE. 
A Novet DEFENCE. 


SUMMONSES were heard at the South Western Police 
Court, on May 11th, against several local tradesmen, who 


_ were prosecuted by the Vestry for infringing the Food and | 
_ Drugs Act. 
for selling, on March 31st, a sample of * butter” which | 


Alfred Buckle, 17, Wye Street, was summoned 


consisted of margarine. 


Miss Thurgood, the sanitary inspector, went to the shop, | 


she said, and asked for ‘“‘half of tenpenny butter.” There 
was no tenpenny on hand. The lady was, therefore, served 
by Mrs. Buckle with half a pound of shilling. A portion 


of this was taken charge of by Inspector Herrin, who now | 


produced a document from the analyst, certifying that the 
butter was wholly margarine. 

Mrs. Buckle said a mistake had been made. She 
had been ill and had not been in the shop for a fortnight. 

There were previous convictions. Defendant was fined 
30s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 

‘Frank Wilton, 323, York Road, was summoned for 
selling butter adulterated with 70 per cent. of margarine. 
The sample of “rod. butter” was purchased by Miss 
Thurgood. 

Questioned by Mr. Ricketts, jun., who defended, she 
said she did not see the stamp “ Margarine” on the 
paper. 

“ Are you short-sighted ?” asked Mr. Ricketts. 

“No,” said the lady, who was asked nothing more, 
except by Mr. Young, to whom Miss Thurgood said 
nothing was said to her about the stamp. 

Inspector Herrin, who followed Miss Thurgood into the 


shop after the purchase had been completed, said the | 


defendant told him the mixture was sold as margarine and 
that the word “ Margarine” was stamped on the paper. 
Witness, however, could not see it till it was pointed out to 
him. The word was stamped on the inside of the paper. 

In cross-examination Mr. Ricketts asked if he thought 
it possible at the date of the purchase (March 3oth) to buy 
pure butter at 10d. a pound. 

Witness : I don’t know. I’ve seen it advertised. 

Mr. I. Young, chief sanitary inspector, deposed that 
pure butter could be had all the year round at rod. a 
pound. 

Mr. Ricketts : 

WOULD YOU LIKE TO EAT ITP 

Witness: I did not say that. 

Mr. Ricketts: You can get stuff that’s got rancid for 
10d. 

Mr. Francis: The customers wouldn’t expect to get 
70 per cent. of margarine. 

Mr. Ricketts: Oh yes, in these poor districts people 
ask for sixpenny butter. They know it’s margarine, but 
they use it as butter, and they call it butter. 

Mr. Ricketts went on to submit that his client was pro- 
tected by the stamping of the word ‘ Margarine” on the 
paper, which he produced. He cited several decisions in 
favour of this argument, and said a conviction under 
similar circumstances had been quashed on April 11th. 

Mr. Young remarked that the notification should be on 
the outside of the wrapper. 

Mr. Ricketts submitted that it was not necessary that 








the word “ Margarine” should be printed on the outside, 
so long as it was there. 

Mr. Young : If it is soit would be an easy way to evade 
the Act. 

Mr. Francis: The Act would be no use. The seller 
would be able to sell margarine for butter, and then he 
could say, ‘‘It’s all right; the word ‘ Margarine’s’ printed 
on the wrapper,” though the printing might be so wrapped 
up as to be invisible to the purchaser.— His worship 
adjourned the case, and notified that he would look into 
the law. 

Albert Kibby, 319, York Road, was summoned for selling 
margarine as butter. 

In this case also Miss Thurgood said she asked for half- 
a-pound of tod. butter. On being analysed the substance 
was certified as margarine. ‘To Inspector Herrin defendant 
said,. “I’m very sorry. I’ve made a mistake, and sold 
margarine.” There was no stamp on the paper. 

Defendant’s shop, Mr. Young said, was a small one, and 
this was the first time he had been summoned. 

A fine of 20s. and 12s. 6d. costs was imposed. 


BORACIC ACID IN MILK. 

THe END or THE MARLBOROUGH STREET CASE. 

AT Marylebone Police Court, on May 11th, John Platt, 
a farmer, trading as Platt and Dobell, at Wem, Shropshire, 
was summoned for having unlawfully sold milk to George 
Arthur Dowse, at Euston Station, and giving the latter a 
false warranty. Mr. W. H. Leese was for the complainant, 
and Mr. Herbert Smith defended. It was explained that 
the present case was a sequel to a summons heard against 
a milk retailer at Marlborough Street Police Court some 
time ago. ‘The present defendant, who was the person 


_who sent the milk to London, is a large dairy farmer, 


and on the day in question sold 176 gallons of milk, 
the value being £67. With it was a warranty that the 
milk was “new, pure, and with all its cream.” But on 
analysis it was found to contain boracic acid in the 
proportion of forty grains to the gallon. It was said 
the defendant justified the use of the acid, as it was a com- 
mon practice in the trade; but he (counsel) was told that 
was not so, except amongst small retailers. Mr. Smith said 
his client must plead guilty. Mr. De Rutzen: Do you 
admit that the defendant at the time was aware of the fact 
that the use of an antiseptic in the milk was injurious 
to health? Mr. Smith did not say that, but the acid 
was used, although his client could not account for so 
large a proportion. Mr. De Rutzen: The question is 
whether your client when he gave the warranty knew 
that it was false. There is a decision in which a case 


| was quashed because it was shown that when the warranty 


was given it was not known that it was false. Do 
you wish the defendant to be precluded from availing him- 
self of a loophole? Mr. Smith did not, of course, wish 
that ; and, after consultation, he withdrew the plea, and 
asked that the defendant might be heard in the witness-box. 
Platt, in his evidence, said his milk had to travel a journey 
of from eight to ten hours on the rail, and as the weather 


| was warm, he ordered one ounce of boracic acid to be put 


into every seventeen gallons to keep it from turning. He 
regarded the warranty as a statement that the milk was 
“new, pure, and with all its cream,” which it was. 
It was not done because he was without sufficient 
cold storage room. He had stopped the use of the 
acid, and should not use it again now that he knew it was 


| injurious, a fact which he did not know at the time the 


warranty was given. Mr. De Rutzen: Do you agree with 
what your counsel has said—that the warranty was false 
because there had been an addition to the milk? Mr. 
Platt: Yes, I cannot go behind that. But I did not know 
the acid was injurious. I thought the warranty applied to 
the purity of the milk. Mr. De Rutzen thought the 
defendant had reason to say, ‘Save us from our friends.” 
He had adopted the statement of his counsel that the 
warranty was a false one, and that was the point upon which 
the case turned. He (the magistrate) imposed a fine of 4os., 
with two guineas costs, 
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‘BREAKFAST ”’ HAMS. 


In the Queen’s Bench Division, on May 14th, before 
the Lord Chief Justice, Sir F. Jeune, Lord Justice Chitty, 
and Justices Wright, Darling, and Channell, judgment was 
delivered in the case of ‘“Coppen v. Moore.” The 
appellant Coppen, the proprietor of the London Supply 
Stores, of 42, George Street, Richmond, and elsewhere, 
was convicted by the justices of an offence under the 
Merchandise Marks Act, his assistants having sold to the 
respondent Moore an American ham as a Scotch ham, and 
invoiced it as such. It appeared that the appellant had 
sent a notice round to all his managers, including the 
manager of the shop in question, to the effect that hams 
of the kind of the one sold were not to be sold with the 
description of any place of origin, but were simply to be 
sold as breakfast hams. The magistrates found, however, 
that, in spite of this notice, the appellant had not takén all 
reasonable precautions to prevent a breach of the Act. 

Lord Russell said he conceived the effect of the Act to 
be to render the appellant liable, and the conviction must 
be affirmed, with costs. 


CAMBERWELL ANALYST’S REPORT CHALLENGED. 


Mr F. L. TEeEp (the public analyst), in the course of 
his report of his work for the quarter, made some remarks 
upon certain convictions that had been obtained against 
tradesmen under the Adulteration Act by a trading associ- 
ation. ‘‘ Whether trading associations should be allowed to 
avail themselves of the Act at the reduced fee for trade pur- 
poses is,” remarked theanalyst, ‘‘a question for the Legislature. 
Section 12 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act was obviously 
intended to give the dona-fide ratepayer protection against 
adulteration; but there is no indication anywhere in the 
Act that it was the intention of the Legislature to supply 
traders and associations of traders with a cheap weapon for 
injuring each other’s business.” 

Mr. Phillips said the analyst’s remarks were unac- 
countable in view of the fact that he formerly lamented 
the absence of private prosecutions. Whatever happened 
to be the analyst’s opinion, however. he (Mr. Phillips) 
insisted that he was exceeding his duty in reproving private 
individuals for putting the Act into force. He moved that 
Mr. Teed be asked to eliminate the paragraph in question 
from his report. 

Mr. Perry mentioned incidentally that tradesmen con- 
victed through the action of private individuals did rot 
come within the operation of the pillory resolution. 
(Progressive cries of ‘Oh !”) 

Mr. Dobson: Where did you get that view ? 
a solicitor, I know. 

Mr. Perry: No; it is a commonsense view. 

Mr. Teed, on being invited to explain, stated that he 
only made a statement of fact. 

Mr. Coward declared that Mr. Teed had mistaken his 
vocation. Jt was not an analyst’s duty to indicate to rate- 
payers what they should or should not do. The paragraph 
was nothing more ror less than an insult to the vestry. 

Mr. Scott-Scott rose to reply. 

The Chairman: The chairman of the committee has 
replied. 

Mr. Scott-Scott (sharply): Immediately I rise, you try 
to rule me out of order. 

The Chairman: Certainly not. 

Mr. Scott-Scott, proceeding, associated himself with 
Mr. Phillips’ protest, and further expressed a hope that the 
trade association would continue its operations. 

Mr. O’Connell wanted to know what the vestry’s own 
inspectors were doing, if private citizens were able to reap 
so rich a harvest of convictions. For himself, he did not 
care what weapon was used so long as swindling tradesmen 
were found out; but the vestry had sufficient intelligence 
to deal with such matters without having their skulls stuffed 
_ with the views of a paid official. (Laughter.) 

Eventually Mr. Teed withdrew the offending paragraph 
and the matter dropped, 
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. } ISLINGTON VESTRY UPHOLDS ITS MEDICAL OFFICER. 


THe Metropolitan Grocers’ and Provision Dealers’ 
Association wrote regretting that the Vestry had upheld the 
Medical Officer in the remarks which he made in his report 
and of which the Association complained, especially in view 


of the mistakes made in several cases recently by the public 


analyst of the Vestry, and the futile prosecutions brought of 
late against trades at the instigation of the Vestry’s Medical 
Officer. The witnesses in the cases brought by the 
Islington Vestry against some of its ratepayers of late had 
shown that the aim had been rather to secure convictions 
than to put down fraud in the cases in question. The 
Association would be happy, as they always had been, to 
co-operate with the Vestry in bringing cases of gross fraud 
to justice, but many cases brought by the Vestry did not, 
in the opinion of the Association, justify the Medical 
Officer in asserting that they were, as suggested, ‘the 
customs of the trade.” The Association respectfully sug- 
gested that the Vestry should exercise a greater control 
over their officials, and not allow the ratepayers’ money to 
be needlessly wasted in harassing experiments. (Laughter.) 
No action was taken. 


PRESERVATIVES IN FOOD. 


Dr. Bostock Hit, County Analyst for Warwickshire, 
in his annual report, says: ‘I have examined all samples 
of milk submitted during the year for boracic acid, but in 
no case have I found it present in excessive quantity ; 
indeed, its use seems to have been largely given up in 
favour of a newer and more certain preparation known as 
formalin. This is a solution of formic aldehyde, and 
on account of its power of inhibiting the lowest 
forms of life it is now used in some _ places 
as a disinfectant. Two or three drops of this 
solution to a pint of milk will keep it for 
several days, while its presence cannot be detected by 
the consumer. It is, of course, stated to be harmless in 
this quantity, but the evidence on this point, in my opinion, 
is not definite, and I strongly protest against the modern 
practice of drugging so many kinds of food. Doubtless, it 
is impossible to prove in any special case that the 
quantity added to milk consumed at a_ particular 
time is harmful, but, in a complicated physiological 
process like digestion, it is more than probable that 
this continued use of antiseptic drugs in food is 
attended with danger, particularly to infants and invalids. I 
maintain, too, that the addition of a drug to a food, even in 
the minutest quantity, is an adulteration. If I ask for milk 
I want new milk—not stale milk plus preservative—and I 
think that in new legislation it would be most desirable to 
prohibit the sale of foods to which foreign substances have 
been added, unless a notification of such an addition is 
made at the time of sale.” 


PERCENTAGE OF WATER IN BUTTER. 


AN interesting experiment, bearing upon the much 
debated question of the percentage of water in butter, was 
conducted last year at the Munster Dairy School. Mr. 
Daly having kindly presented a medal to be given to the 
pupil making a certain quantity of butter containing the 
lowest percentage of milk consistent with good quality, a 
competition was arranged for, and the thirty-six pupils 
attending the school were divided into six batches of six 
each, each batch being given the same quantity of 
cream of similar quality to churn on three separate 
occasions. Samples of the butter from each churning of 
each pupil were sent to the chief inspector of the Cork 
Butter Market for adjudication as to quality. Any pupil 
whose butter received a lower mark than go (out of a 
possible 100) fell out of the competition. The samples of 
the remaining competitors were then examined for water, 
and the pupil in each batch whose butter contained, on the 
average at the three churnings, the least amount of water 
was considered to be the best of the batch. 
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The best of each of the six batches were then all made 
to compete together on three subsequent days, and again 
any pupil whose butter on either of these occasions failed 
to obtain 90 marks for quality was struck out of all further 
competition. The medal was finally awarded to the pupil 
who having throughout the competition maintained a 
quality of at least 90 (out of 100) produced butter that, in 
addition to being best in one of the first six batches, on an 
average of the last three churnings had least water in it. 
The winner was Minnie Cleary, whose butter in six churn- 
ings averaged 91°16 for quality, and contained an average 
of 10’o9g per cent. of water. 

After deducting those who were excluded from further 
competition in consequence of not being up to the required 
standard of quality, 99 samples were tested for water, with 
the result that the greatest amount of water found was only 
13°85 per cent., while the lowest was g‘zo per cent. Of 
these— 


2 samples contained from 8 to 9 per cent of water. 
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These results clearly show that butter of high quality 
can be made without the presence of the large quantity of 
water that some have stated to be unavoidable, and they 
fully bear out the recommendations contained in the 
report of the sub-committee appointed by the governors in 
1893, which fixed 18 per cent. of water as the maximum 
which should, in the present state of Irish dairying, be per- 
mitted in good butter, and, further, stated “that with 
improvement in the system of teaching, the amount of 
water should not exceed 15 per cent.”—Farmers’ Gazette. 


HOW GOOD TOKAY WINE IS MADE. 


A RECENT law case at New York throws some light on 
Hungarian wine-making. One of the litigants is an im- 
porter of Hungarian wines, and the other was in the habit 
of furnishing the wine-man with a special brand of tokay. 
The latter is now suing the former, and he alleges that for 
five years past he has manufactured a particular brand 
of tokay, which the importer sold for medicinal purposes. 

According to the evidence, the profits of the seller were 
large, for tokay, which actually costs but 6 cents a bottle, 
was sold for 2 dols. 

Here’s the sworn formula and cost for manufacturing 
the so-called wine: Sixteen gallons of alcohol, 38°40 dols. ; 
540 gallons of water; 560 pounds farina sugar, 22 dols. ; 
40 pounds of honey, 4dols.; 2 pounds of tokay essence, 
7 dols. ; 2 pounds lemon acid, 80 cents; 20 ounces salicylic 
acid, 40 cents; 2 pounds of gelatine, 80 cents; total, 
73°40 dols. 


EXTRAORDINARY FLOUR ADULTERATION IN ITALY, 


In the Alta Italia a well-known Brescian firm received 
a visit the other day from the sanitary officer of Milan and 
was found to have on tle premises, for supply to the 
baking fraternity, large quantities of flour adulterated with 
*‘ caolina ”—that is, the double silicate of alum and potash, 
a substance employed in porcelain manufactories and very 
pernicious to health. Following up his search the officer 
discovered in several baking-houses of Brescia another 
quantity of “flour” furnished by the same firm and con- 
taining from 0°85 to 4‘o per cent. of sulphate of barium, a 
powder not actually poisonous like the ‘“‘caolina,” but very 
heavy and hurtful to the consumer’s stomach. Convicted 
of this serious contravention of the sanitary law, the head of 
the firm in question was put under arrest, though after- 
wards let out by finding security for £120. 














WHERE DO MILK-FATS COME FROM P 

Last year, from April 12th to July 30th, the New 
York Agricultural Experimental Station, of Genera, NYS 
carried on an elaborate series of experiments treating of 
the above subject, and has recently issued a popular bulletin 
in regard to it. The facts brought out by these experiments 
are so directly opposed to the generally approved theories 
regarding the formation of fats in milk that they are worthy 
of particular mention. 

There is a common belief that the fat in an animal’s 
body or in the milk comes directly from the food eaten. 
Chemical tests, however, and microscopic examinations 
prove that the animal fats are quite different from each 
other and from the fats in corn, linseed meal, and clover 
hay ; yet from a ration containing only these foods the pig 
will form lard; the steer, tallow; and the cow, butter. 
The theory of 

DIRECT TRANSFER OF FATS 


was held for a long time, even by scientists, but is now 
abandoned by them. Some have held that the milk and 
body fats are formed by simple chemical transformations of 
the various food fats ; others, that the carbohydrates which 
contain no chemical elements not found in the fats, are 
chiefly concerned in their formation ; and others that the 
nitrogenous compounds of the food, the proteids, are 
broken up to form fats, the nitrogen, which protein 
contains and fat does not, being excreted in the urine. 
The problem, however, is too complex to be explained by 
the mere transfer of fat particles, and the solution is not at 
all easy. 

Little as is known about body fats, even less has been 
known about the sources of milk fat. The experiments 
along this line have been so short, or the balance in favour 
of one source or another have been so small, that it has 
been impossible to say whether the milk fat has come 
entirely from the fat in the body or in the body of the cow 
herself, from the carbohydrates in the food, from the 
protein in the food, or from the breaking down of 

THE PROTEIN TISSUE OF THE UDDER, 

Considering all these results inconclusive, the New York 
station decided to carry on an experiment on a more 
extended scale. In this experiment it was planned to 
secure the following conditions: (1) Foods nearly free of 
fats were to be used, so that if milk fat was produced in 
usual quantity, a large amount must come from the cow’s 
body or from the carbohydrates and protein of the food; 
(2) the experiment to be continued so long that any large 
draft upon the fat in the cow’s body would show in her con- 
dition ; (3) the protein in the ration to be varied from a 
quantity below to one above the actual needs of the animal, 
in order to discover, if possible, just how little protein 
metabolism (change by physiological processes) is necessary 
to maintain a given production of milk fat ; (4) such data 
to be recorded as would enable the experimenter to 
determine at any time just how much had been gained or 
lost in weight and how much fat or protein had been 

CONSUMED BY THE Cow, 
and how much used by her in formation of body weight and 
milk, or voided in excreta. 

For the first two weeks the cow was given foods contain- 
ing the normal amounts of fats to determine her behaviour 
under natural conditions. For the next eight days she was 
fed a ration of the extracted foods similar in amount to that 
first fed, 10 pounds hay, 6 pounds corn-meal, 5 pounds 
ground oats, and 1 pound wheat gluten. For the next week 
one-half pound more daily of wheat gluten was given. 
Then the gluten was decreased and the corn-meal increased 
at the rate of one-fourth pound daily, until at the end of 
five days no gluten was fed, and the corn-meal had been 
raised to seven and one-half pounds. This was continued 
for eight days, at the end of which time the amount of each 
ingredient of the ration was diminished one-third. This 
was thought to be less than the animal’s needs, and was 
continued for twenty days. Then for three days one-fourth 
pound gluten was added daily, and finally the original 
ration of extracted foods was fed for thirty-six days, 
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The cow seemed to keep in perfect health throughout 
the experiment. There was also a gradual and quite uniform 
increase in weight, and 


AN APPARENT LAYING ON THE FAT 


throughout the experiment, except during the 20 days of 
scant feeding, when there was no special change. To judge 
by all outward signs the cow was fatter at the end of the 
experiment than when the feeding began. _ 

The milk secreted while feeding the extracted foods was 
similar in composition to that produced from the normal 
foods. There was a drop in the percentage of milk solids 
for a few days following the change to the fat-poor foods, 
but in a very short time the milk became as rich as before. 
During the 95 days, 62°9 pounds of milk fat was produced, 
while the food contained only 5*7 pounds of digestible 
food, so that 57°2 pounds of milk fat could not have come 
from food fats. It was shown in the experiment that this 
surplus fat could not have come from fat already stored in 
the cow’s body. ‘The cow was lean when the experiment 
began, and apparently gained fat steadily. ‘ 

In the 59 days during which records of the in- 
come and outgo of both fat and nitrogen were kept, 38°8 
pounds of fat was found in the milk, and it was shown that 


THE PROTEIN IN THE FOOD 


would not be sufficient to produce this fat. The highest 
figures given by any investigator allow 51°4 pounds of fat 
from roo pounds of protein ; so to form this 38°8 pounds 
of fat the metabolism of at least 75 pounds of protein 
would be required. In the urine, however, there was found 
only nitrogen enough to account for the decomposition of 
33°3 pounds of protein or the formation of 17°1 pounds of 
fat, leaving 21°7 pounds of fat unaccounted for. In this 59 
days the digested food fat was only 3°3 pounds, and the 
cow’s weight increased 33 pounds without flesh formation 
as revealed by the disappearance of nitrogen. ‘The fat then 
could not have been formed from the fat in the food, fat in 
the body or protein in the food, singly or all united ; so 


part, at least, must have been formed from the carbohyd- | 


rates of the food. 

It is generally held that, to maintain the best results in 
milk flow, more than two pounds of digestible protein 
should be fed the cow in connection with a sufficient supply 
(12§ pounds) of carbohydrates. But the results of this 
experiment indicate that protein takes no necessary part in 
providing raw material for 


THE SECRETION OF MILK FAT, 


Then why is it necessary? The bulletin throws out the 
suggestion that its effect is stimulative—that protein excites 
and assists metabolic changes in other materials rather than 
enters into them itself. In all the varying changes of the 
rations fed during this long period, the composition of the 
milk remained very uniform. 


NOTTS COUNTY COUNCIL AND ADULTERATION. 


THE county analyst reported that during the quarter 
he had analysed 61 samples under the Food and Drugs 


Act, consisting of 30 milk, 11 butter, 14 spirits, 3 lard, and 
Of the samples of | 


1 each of cheese, pepper, and sweets. 
milk 4 were adulterated, having been watered with from 10 


were genuine. It was most satisfactory to note that the 
adulteration of butter with margarine appeared to be far 
less than it was years ago. On the other hand, the use of 
certain chemicals, intended to increase the keeping qualities 
of the butter, was strongly on the increase, the majority 
of butter now sold, especially foreign butters, containing 
varying quantities of borax or boracic acid. Of the 14 
samples of spirits submitted for analysis 3 were watered 


remainder were genuine, as were all the other samples 
submitted for analysis. 





| rennet is used in the manufacture of cheese. 











HOW THEY DEAL WITH FOOD ADULTERATION IN — 
GERMANY. . . 
THERE are, says a Pall Mall correspondent, of course, 
in Germany, as elsewhere, special laws directed against the 
adulteration of foodstuffs, but they are difficult of application, 
since the private prosecutor is lacking in cheap and adequate 
means of acquiring proof of the adulteration. The city of 
Berlin will, in the immediate future, supply this want. A 
central laboratory is to be erected at the cost of the 
municipality exclusively for the purpose of analysing food- 
stuffs. The fees will be well within the,means of everyone 
who wishes for the certain knowledge that the articles of 
consumption sold to him are of good quality. Another 
function of this institution will be the analysis of Berlin 
drinking water. 


THE HEIGHT OF ABSURDITY. 
SHOULD VEGETARIANS EaT CHEESE ? 

“IDEALLY, no doubt,” says a writer in Zhe Vegetarian, 
“our diet would exclude milk, butter, cheese, and eggs, but 
practically—‘ for the present distress ’"—it would be incon- 
venient to do without them. Vegetarians do not use these 
articles in excessive quantities; but as accessories. Milk is 
taken by many—not all—with porridge, and in tea, coffee, 
and cocoa. Butter, likewise, on bread, toast, or biscuits, at 
certain meals ; and is frequently employed in cookery in 
place of the conventional lard, suet, and ‘ dripping.” 
Eggs, a convenient adjunct to breakfast or the tea meal, 
sometimes help to render dinner-dishes at once more 
savoury and more nutritious. But until we move consider- 
ably nearer to Eden, how are we to do without cheese? 
This highly concentrated food is simply invaluable to 
vegetarians, whether taken plain with bread and salad, or 
as a flavouring to rice and macaroni preparations, and many 
vegetarians are distressed at the statement that animal 
This point 
ought to be fully discussed with a view to ascertaining and 
publishing the truth. If cheese cannot be prepared without 
the use of this variety of rennet, then vegetarians will have 
to give up cheese. But perhaps some of our readers with 
practical experience will kindly relieve our anxiety by telling 
us if all kinds of cheese are open to the objection referred 
to. 

We do not see any need for anxiety about this cheese 
question. So long as vegetarian lunacy manifests itself in 
inoffensive doubts about cheese or tedious ignorance, like 
George Bernard Shaw’s plays, there is no great harm done, 
and rational people can mingle pity with their laughter. 


THE SOMERSET HOUSE CHANGE. 

Ir is said that Mr. Robert Bannister, F.1.C., F.GS., 
Deputy Principal of the Somerset House Laboratory, has 
been succeeded by Mr. H. J. Helm, F.1.C., F.C.S., of the 
same department. Neither analytical science nor public 
interest benefit in any way by the change, which merely 
substitutes “'Tweedledum” for ‘“Tweedledee,” the only 
difference being that “ Tweedledum” has not got the 
profound grasp of the gentle art of departmental humbug 
that “Tweedledee” possessed. We may, therefore, say 
of the retirement what a somewhat irreverent Catholic who 
missed mass said: ‘Small loss !” 





INTERESTING FOR BORAX USERS. 


The British Baker says: “ A correspondent wrote to us 


é | recently, asking how to get rid of cockroaches in his bake- 
to 12 per cent. of water respectively ; but the remainder | 


house. His query was answered by one or two persons 
who had had experiences of these annoying visitors, but we 
have since heard of a gentleman who claims to have been 
successful in eradicating them from his premises. He 
states that the means which he found most efficacious in 
getting rid of them was to mix some borax. and brown sugar 
together. This he spread all round the place where the 
cockroaches were in the habit of congregating, and they 


| were so fond of it that they made such attacks upon it till 
with 2°1, 3°2, and 9°7 per cent. of water respectively ; the | 


none of it was left; but they paid dearly for their feast, for 


| jt poisoned them all.” This must be unpleasant reading 


for Mr. Robotham and the various borax purveyors, 
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IMPORTANT TO DEALERS IN CONDENSED MILK. 


THE recent decision of the Divisional Court, in the 
appeal Petchley v. Taylor, is of grave importance to all 
vendors of condensed milk. It was followed on May roth 
by a police-court conviction at Westminster, when Henry 
Bennett and Oulds Brothers, Pimlico, grocers, were sum- 
moned, under Section 9 of the Food and Drugs Act, for 
selling a brand of condensed milk from which ninety- 
seven per cent. of the cream was abstracted. Mr. Beck 
appeared for the manufacturers, the Condensed Milk Com- 
pany of Limerick, Ireland, and said that the question raised 
was whether milk from which the cream had been taken 
by the mechanical action of a separator could be sold as 
“skimmed?” His worship in a previous case decided 
otherwise and the decision had been upheld by the 
Divisional Court on appeal. Mr. Hitchens, for the Vestry, 
stated the cost of the litigation had been very heavy. It 
was now once and for all settled that skimmed milk 
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meant only depriving the milk of the cream that could be 
taken by hand—about sixty-three per cent. maximum— 
and that separated milk contained practically no fat, and 
was really useless as a food. Mr. Beck said the retailerg 
would in future sell the cans of condensed milk with 
labels using the word “separated” instead of skimmed. 
The manufacturers had paid the cost of the litigation and 
would pay the fines. Mr. Marsham imposed a fine of 5s. 


and five guineas costs in each case. 


It is nearly six years since we showed how dangerous to 
the public health, especially for infant feeding, was the sale 
of condensed separated milk, under the description of con- 
densed skimmed milk. To make the sale more dangerous, 
the word “skimmed” is in most cases so small as to be 
scarcely noticeable. There is no doubt that many thou- 
sands of mothers buy these milks for infant feeding, and 
are quite unaware of the fact that the milk is utterly unsuit- 
able for the purpose, as, instead of it containing from 12 to 
13 per cent. of fat, as genuine condensed milk, like the 
Milkmaid Brand, does, many of the alleged ‘“ skimmed ” 
condensed milks contain only about 1} per cent. of fat. 

Our subscribers, on our directing public attention to these 
dangers, endeavoured to enforce proper labelling, and to secure 
at least that the word “skimmed ” should not be printed in 
minute type but should be in the same size type as the words 
condensed milk. Superintendent Jones of Pontypridd, now 
deputy chief constable of Glamorgan, was foremost in the 
effort to right this grievance, but the late Lord Coleridge 
in a judgment remarkable for fatuousness thwarted his efforts 
and in the face of the expressed hostility of the late Lord 
Chief Justice to proper labelling of articles of food, those 
who protested against the deception of calling ‘separated 
milk” “skimmed milk” hesitated, in view of the heavy 
costs of appeals, to bring cases into the courts. The 
first step in the battle has now been definitely won 
and although it has taken nearly six years, it being 
in August, 1892, that we first wrote on the ~condensed 
milk question, to bring about this reform, it is an im- 
portant and valuable one in the direction of accurate. 
labelling. Only the legislature we fear, can suppress 
microscopic labelling, but we have hopes that this will be 
accomplished next session. Not even Mr. Chaplin’s in- 
difference and the Cabinet’s reluctance to deal with the 
Food and Drugs Act, can stand against the strong demand 
of traders, agriculturists, and the general public for an 
amended Food and Drugs Act, and such an Act should 
put an end to this objectionable labelling, which we fear 
deceives thousands of purchasers. 


THE WRETCHED SOMERSET HOUSE INCAPABLES 
AGAIN. 


EVERYONE knows as we proved years ago when we 
publised our washed, dressed and corrected figures of the 
ignorant Somerset House pseudo-analysts that they cannot 
analyse milk. Since then we have shown that the same 
incapacity exists with respect to vinegar, butter, lard and 
practically every food. The fact is these ‘‘poseurs” at 
Somerset House are experts only at beer and _ spirit - 
testing, and poor at that. Their conduct with 
regard to water analysis—for which they possess no 
capacity whatever—recently came before the House 
of Commons when it was admitted to be outside any defence. 
For a year or two we have refrained from further 
exposing their unfitness for two reasons: first, we 
expected that ere this a new Food and Drugs Act would 
have terminated their connection with adulteration ; and 
second, that it is a waste of energy to pour water ona 
drowned rat. However, we are once more brought to 
consider this Government Chemical Department by an ~ 
observation of a Mr. Bloomer at Grimsby on May 1gth. 
Mr. Bloomer said “the Somerset House analysis was the 
only one which could be taken as final.” This is arrant 
rubbish ; a Somerset House analysis is only an opinion, and 
as we have a hundred times shown—an ignorant and 
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worthless one. ‘The Grimsby authorities have our sympathy | 
in the outcome of the following case. 

John Hutson, dairyman, of Holton-le-Clay, appeared to 
answer an adjourned charge brought by the Urban Sanitary 
Authority of selling adulterated milk on April 6th. Mr. 
Mountain conducted the prosecution, and Mr. Bloomer 
Mr. Mountain, at the outset, 
explained that this was a case which had been adjourned 
from May sth, for a fortnight, in consequence of an appli- 
cation made by Mr. Bloomer. ‘Two samples had been 
analysed, one by the Borough Analyst, and one by Mr. 


- Muter for the defendant, and, as these differed, Mr. Bloomer 


applied for the adjournment, that a third sample might 
be sent to Somerset. House. As a matter of courtesy, Mr. 
Bloomer had handed him a copy of the analysis thus obtained, 
showing that there were 8°62 per cent. of non-fatty solids, and 
no evidence of added water. The Borough Analyst had certi- 
fied that there were 8°08 of non-fatty solids, and Mr. Muter 
for the defendant had certified 8°27. He (Mr. Mountain) 
might have shown that after the lapse of a month—the 
analysis of Somerset House having been taken a calendar 
month after that of the Borough Analyst—it was impossible, 
through decomposition and other causes for a correct 
analysis to be arrived at. But the prosecutors in the case, 
the Grimsby Urban Sanitary Authority, had only one duty 
to perform, that of protecting the public, and they desired 
to perform the duty with the utmost impartiality. There- 
fore, as the analysis of Somerset House had thrown some 
doubt upon the case, they felt that under the circumstances 
it was not their duty to press the prosecution, and without the 
slightest reflection on the Borough Analyst, he was instructed 
to ask their Worships to allow the case to be withdrawn. 
Mr. Bloomer said the Somerset House analysis was 
the only one which could be taken as final in the matter. 
The prosecution had said they would withdraw, and the 
defendant must accept that position. But had the prosecu- 
tion succeeded in obtaining a conviction, they would have 
obtained a substantial sum in costs, and as defendant had 
succeeded it was only fair he should have his costs. It was 
not so much the question of money as the question of 
defendant’s reputation—and the case would afiect his 
round. The Magistrates’ Adviser (Mr. Grange): It is 
not the first time your client has been here; he has been 
convicted twice. Mr. Bloomer: I understand so, but you 
must not hang a man because he hasa bad name. Mr. 
Mountain pointed out that it was quite competent for the 
prosecution to have called witnesses to combat the analysis of 
Somerset House. But that was not the position the Urban 
Sanitary Authority desired to take up, and his friend should 
have met him in that spirit. Mr. Bannister, giving the deci- 
sion of the Bench, said the Magistrates were of opinion 
that, taking into account the analyses, they would not be 
justified in being too rigid in their view of the case, they 
were very glad to have the opportunity of allowing the 
case to be withdrawn. There was, however, no reflection 
on the Borough Analyst in this case, and no costs would 
be allowed. Mr. Bloomer: Your Worships having ex- 
pressed the view with regard to the Borough Analyst 
should express your view with regard to my client in the 
matter. In his position as a tradesman something should 
be said with regard to his conduct. Mr. Bannister: He 
has got the benefit of the doubt. Mr. Bloomer: I don’t 
think there is any doubt. Mr. Bannister: I differ with you 
there, Mr. Bloomer. No order was made as to costs. 
Whenever the analyses of the Somerset House in- 
capable and discredited alleged analysts are again produced 
it should be. remembered that their so-called analyses are 
only opinions, and that magistrates can treat them as they 
ought to be treated, with the contempt they deserve. We 
question if England has had more vicious enemies than the 
Somerset House alleged chemists. Beer that was once 
brewed from malt and hops is, by their advice, now brewed 
from sugar, rice, and substitutes grown abroad; whisky is 
made from potatoes, damaged fruit, and trashy refuse, and 
honesty in trade and English agriculture has been put on a 
greased slide to ruin by the enemies of honesty and 
England who take England’s wages to cut its throat. 


‘Ib., and a sample of butter at rs. per lb. 


SERVING SUMMONSES UNDER THE FOOD AND DRUGS 
ACT. 


_ THE Paddington Vestry on May 17th, discussed the 
question of serving summonses for adulteration, arising out 
of a case in which the vestry prosecuted a shopkeeper 
named Mortimer, who is the proprietor of Mortimer 
Stores, 161, Praed Street, W., where on March 8th last, 
an inspector purchased a sample of coffee at 1s. 4d. per 
The butter was 
found to be a mixture of margarine and butter. On March 
15th last the solicitor was instructed to take out three sum- 
monsesagainst the defendant, twounder the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, and one under the Margarine Act, 1887. The 
summonses were returnable for March 31st last, when the 
warrant officer at the Marylebone Police-court deposed that 
the summonses had been served by leaving them at the 
shop, 161, Praed Street. The magistrate decided that this 
was not a service in accordance with Section 20 of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and Section 10 of the 
Amendment Act, 1870, and the case was adjourned. 
Defendant, it is stated, is now in Australia or New Zealand, 
and he has no address in this country other than his stores 
in various districts. The Sanitary Committee, with a 
view of obtaining an amendment of the law to deal with 
such cases, recommended that copies of the statement of 
the case be forwarded to the Home Secretary, the local 
members of Parliament, and Lieut.-General J. W. Laurie, 
M.P. The report and recommendation were unanimously 


agreed to. 


THE “ WILTSHIRE BACON ” SWINDLE. 


WHEN we investigated some years ago the grievances 
of Wiltshire and other English bacon curers, and assisted 
actively in the prosecutions instituted against Lipton and 
others for false marking of bacon and hams, we believed 
the leading Wiltshire curers had a clean record. On 
learning that they were rogues branding imported Irish 
bacon and hams as “ Prime Wiltshire,” we declined to_ 
countenance their impudent objections to. Lipton and 
others marking. their wares in a hazy manner so far as 
point of origin was concerned. The “ Wiltshire Bacon ” 
swindle is merely a game by which some unctuous humbugs 
obtain 4s. to 6s. per pig more for Irish pigs they import, 
and certain London rogues 1d. to 13d. per lb. more 
for the bacon and ham than the same articles sell for 
if sold under their real name, and yet these persons 
clamour for honesty in trading. Needless to say when we 
found out the game of these precious swindlers we treated 
their organisation and its proceedings with contempt. We 
are glad to see that the Federation of Grocers’ Associations 
was invited at its last meeting, by Mr. Lambert, to go into 
the question of this imposture. 

Mr. Lambert proposed on behalf of the Cardiff 
Association, the following resolution :—‘“ That this meeting 
of the Cardiff Grocers’ Association strongly condemns the 
practice of English bacon curers selling as English bacon 
hogs bred and fed in Ireland but cured in England, thus 
deceiving the retail dealer, and urges the Parliamentary 
Committee of the Federation to take such steps as may be 
possible to put a speedy stop to the practice.” He said he 
did not know whether the resolution was worded properly, 
or whether it would put it before them clearly or not—if he 
did not, perhaps Mr. Dunwoody would (laughter). In 
South Wales they appreciated to a large extent the 
capabilities of Ireland in breeding pigs and in supplying 
South Wales people with good bacon. He hoped they all 
understood that. They appreciated Irish-cured bacon, 
and they would find the majority of grocers in Wales tell 
them that the Irish bacon was infinitely better than the 
Wilts bacon. The reason was that the bacon cured in 
Ireland was in a proper and perfect state when it was sent 
into Wales for consumption. On the other hand, the Irish 
pigs which were sent into the market were sold to English 
curers, and it took them about two days to get to the port 
in England. They had hardly anything to eat,.and the - 
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result was that when disembarked they smelled most 
offensively. They were driven from the ship straight to 
the slaughter - house. They were landed about six 
o’clock in the morning, and he was told the greater 
portion of them were killed before ten, and the bacon was 
then cured, and in the course of ten or fourteen days 
they got it sent down to them to their shops to sell as 
English bacon. That was where the injustice came in. 
English bacon, pure and simple, was first-class in quality, 
and so was Irish when it was cured in Ireland; but the 
pigs which came from Ireland and were cured in England 
were cured when in a heated state, and the flesh was not 


cool, and when it hung in their shops the bacon never 


settled, and they invariably got complaints from their 
customers. They in Cardiff were young men, and had not 
the experience some of the gentlemen there had, but they 
thought that such a resolution would get consideration and 
no doubt be sent to the proper committee to be dealt with, 
and they would get fair play in the future with their bacon 
trade. 

‘After a long discussion, in which the swindle was freely 
spoken of as widespread and well known, the resolution was 
referred to the Federation’s Parliamentary Committee. 

We hope to see a few prosecutions of these “‘ Wiltshire 
Prime Fed ” gentry at an early date. ~ 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Barnstaple, Thomas Harding, Reform Inn, Pilton 
was charged with selling brandy thirty-five degrees under 
proof. Mr. Bosson prosecuted, and said whisky and 
brandy were purchased. The whisky was all right. For 
the defence, Mr. James stated that the defendant had made 
a mistake in reducing the wrong liquor, there being two 


_kinds of brandy in stock. Fined 5s. and costs. 


LABELLING DODGES. 


At South-West London Police Court on May 18th, 
Frank Wilton, a grocer, of 323, York Road, Battersea, was 


- summoned for selling as butter a substance which, on 


analysis, was found to contain 70 per cent. of margarine.— 
Mr. Ricketts, jun., represented the defendant, and raised 
the important point that the defendant was protected from 
criminal proceeding, as the substance was served in a 
wrapper marked with the word “ Margarine,” which could 
be seen by the purchaser, and, therefore, it could not 
be said that it was sold to his prejudice.—The wrapper 
was produced, and the word “ Margarine ’was found in one 
of its extreme corners.—Mr. W. Young, who prosecuted 
for the Vestry of St. Mary, Battersea, remarked that Mr. 
Ricketts could scarcely find the name.—Mr. Ricketts said 
that was not the question, and proceeded to argue that the 
Act of Parliament was complied with by having the name on 
the wrapper. Whether or not it was brought to the notice 
of the purchaser was not a question affecting this case.— 
Mr. Young contended that the name must be distinct and 
legible, and it could not be said that that had been done in 
this instance.—Mr. Francis decided against Mr. Ricketts, 
whose proposition he said was a startling one. The name 
should be put where it could be seen, as it could not be 
expected of a purchaser to hunt for it. He imposed a 
penalty of £3, with res. 6d. costs. 


BUTTER. 


At Wigan, on May roth, Patrick Whitney, provision 
dealer, was charged with selling adulterated butter, and also 
margarine not properly labelled. The substance, purchased 
at the instance of the local inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, was found to contain less than ten per cent. of 
pure butter.—Defendant’s solicitor admitted the offence. 
A fine of £15 and costs was imposed in the first case, and 
410 and costs in the second case, in default four months’ 
imprisonment. 





At Doncaster, John and Robert Bingham, of Mex- 
borough, were charged with exposing margarine without 
being labelled, and with selling adulterated butter, while 
Leigh Davies, the manager, was charged as the actual 
offender. Joseph Wilson, of the County Council, on the 
5th April, saw in Bingham’s window several pieces of what 
seemed butter. There being no label margarine, Wilson 
went into the shop, and, pointing to a piece marked 6d., 
asked for a pound of butter. Davies at once said it was not 
butter but margarine. The analyst’s certificate showed that 
it was margarine. In regard to the first case, it was said the 
lad had been cleaning the window, and had inadvertently 
not put back the label. Inasmuch as Davies said it was 
margarine there was no offence. In the second case, 
brought under the Food and Drugs Act, Davies never sold 
the article as butter, and, therefore, there was no offence. 
The magistrates exonerated the Binghams, and decided not 
to convict in the cases under the Food and Drugs Act for 
selling adulterated butter, but in the margarine case they 
fined Davies 20s. and costs, £1 13s. 6d. 


A BATCH OF ADULTERATION CASES AT RUABON. 


At Ruabon Petty Sessions D.C.C. Jones summoned 
Edward Richards, provision dealer, Ashfield House, Rhosy- 
medre, for unlawfully exposing for sale by retail a certain 
quantity of margarine, to which there was not attached a 
label printed in capital letters, of not less than one and a 
quarter inch square, the word “ Margarine.”—Prosecutor 
said on April 4th he visited defendant’s shop and asked for 
a pound of butter. He was served by defendant’s daughter, 
Tilly Richards. She said she could not guarantee it to be 
pure butter. Witness then said it was margarine, and 
asked where the label was, and in reply the girl said she 
had forgotten to put it on. On being pressed she looked 
for a label, but failed to find one. He submitted the 
butter to the county analyst, who found it contained 63 per 
cent. of foreign fat other than butter. He paid rod. for the 
pound.—Defendant said his daughter was about to clean 
the dish containing the margarine, and had therefore not 
put the label on.—He was fined ros. and costs. 

R. Bithel and Co., provision dealers, Ruabon, were 
summoned for selling a pound of butter which was 
adulterated to the extent of 84 per cent. of fat other than 
butter. Mr. Wynn Evans defended.—P.C. Pendlebury 
said, in company with D.C.C. Jones, he visited Ruabon in 
plain clothes. About 6.30 he entered defendant’s shop, 
and asked for a loaf of bread, $lb. of sugar, and a pound of 
butter, for which he put down a 2s. piece. He then asked 
for some coffee, when defendant said he had not half-a- 
pound in the canister, but had some in tins. He said he 
would have the coffee out of the canister. At this point 
D.C.C. Jones came into the shop, and said he would take all 
he had from the canister. He (defendant) then weighed the 
coffee, amounting to five ounces, and charged him 43d, 
The things were all packed in a paper parcel. The Deputy- 
Chief Constable then said he had bought the articles for 
analysis, and as D.C.C. Jones was booking them in his 
pocket-book, defendant snatched the things from the 
counter and took them into an adjoining room. He 
(witness) followed and saw him try to push a paper with 
“sweet margarine ” on it into the parcel, but he pre- 
vented him from doing so.—Cross-examined: He believed 
defendant did say they had a mixture in the shop which they 
sold as margarine. He asked him for fresh butter. They had 
bought the articles before defendant tried to put the label in 
the package.—D.C.C. Jones gave similar evidence.—The 
magistrates said defendant had been guilty of a serious 
offence, and he would be fined £1 and costs (10s.), and he 
would also have to pay the analyst’s fee (10s.)._—-The same 
firm was charged with selling coffee containing 30 per. cent. 
of chicory.—Mr. Wynn Evans said defendant sold the 
coffee as he received it from a Liverpool firm. —Defendant 
was fined £1 and costs, and ordered to pay the analyst’s 
fee, amounting altogether to £1 18s. 6d. 

Benjamin Jones, shopkeeper, Crane-street, Cefn Mawr, 


‘ was charged by D.C.C. Jones with selling tincture of 
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rhubarb which was not of the substance and quality 


demanded.—Mr. Benjamin Bowen, the proprietor of the 
shop, pleaded guilty to the offence, and said the drug was 
bought with many others at a bankruptcy sale. The drugs 
had since been done away with.—Fined 2s. 6d. and costs. 


AN ABERDEEN VINEGAR PROSECUTION. 


In Aberdeen Sheriff Court on May 18th, Sheriff Brown 
gave his decision in a case reported in the last issue of 
Foop AND SANITATION. 

Sheriff Brown, in giving judgment, said: This case was 
represented as one of unusual public importance, being the 


first that has been prosecuted in Scotland, and, as such, | 


was argued from both sides of the bar with much care and 
thoroughness. It is more correct to say that the inquiry 
raises an application of the statute of some novelty in this 
part of the country; but there is no doubt the questions 
involved are of some interest and nicety, and I have 
felt it necessary to give them the benefit of considered 
judgment. The complainer (sanitary inspector and inspector 
of nuisances for the city of Aberdeen) craves the penalties 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act of 1875, Section 6, as 
amended by Section 2 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act of 
1879, against the respondent, a grocer in Aberdeen, in respect 
that on a particular occasion, viz., April 7th last, he sold 
and delivered to the complainer, to his prejudice, a bottle 
of vinegar which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality of the article demanded by the purchaser, the said 
vinegar being deficient in acetic acid to the extent of not 
less than 50 per cent. as compared with vinegar of good 
quality, and not less than 25 per cent. as compared with the 
lowest class of vinegar, in breach of the statutes above 
enumerated. The questions raised for judgment are, first, 
whether the article in question was of the nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded in terms of Section 6 of 
the Act of 1875 ; and, secondly, whether, if it was not so, the 
respondent is protected from the penalties of the statute under 
Section 25 of the same Act, in respect that he purchased the 
article in question as the same “‘in nature, substance, and 
quality as that demanded of him by the prosecutor, and 
with a written warranty to that effect, and that he had no 
reason to believe at the time when he sold it that the article 
was otherwise, and that he sold it in the same state as when 
he purchased it.” I think it will be convenient to deal 
with the latter of those two points first, and after the best con- 
sideration I have been able to give it, my opinion is that the 
respondent’s plea isa good one. What is required by the sta- 
tute is that the defendant shall prove to the satisfaction of the 
court that he purchased the article in question as the same 
in nature, substance, and quality as that demanded of him 
by the prosecutor, and with a warranty to that effect. The 
only warranty on which the defender relies is a label affixed 
to the bottle in the following terms: “ Finest malt vinegar ; 
guaranteed genuine.” This label is, in point of fact, the 
manufacturer’s label, and it is not averred that any warranty 
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whatever was given to the respondent by the party from 


whom he purchased. In these circumstances, in my. 
opinion, the case is ruled by Troup v. Van Tromp, March 
28th, 1895, 2 B.D., Justices of the Peace, vol. 59, p. 212, 
where it was held that the label did not constitute a 
written warranty. ‘The only other question in the case is. 
whether the article purchased is of the nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded by the purchaser. In 
support of his position on this point, the prosecutor relies 
on the terms of the public analyst’s certificate, which, by. 
Section 21 of the Act of 1875, is declared to be sufficient 
evidence of the facts therein stated, and the respondent has 
made an attempt to traverse the certificate. It is there 
stated that the samples contained 2°24 per cent. of acetic 
acid, ‘‘being a deficiency of not less than 50 per 
cent. as compared with vinegar of good quality, which 
contains not less than 4°5 per cent. acetic acid, while 
the lowest class of vinegar contains not less than 
3 per cent., as compared with which the deficiency is 
25 per cent.” It is, therefore, clear that the article supplied 
was not the article demanded within the meaning of the 
statute, in respect of its deficiency in acetic acid, and is 
thus distinguished from the case of Morton and Greer, 
1881, 4 Couper, 457, relied upon by the respondent. In 
these circumstances I feel that I have no option but to 


proceed to a conviction ; but it does not appear to me that | 


the case calls for punishment of anything like an exemplary 
nature. Expenses are not asked, and I think the justice of 
the case will be met by a penalty of 20s., recoverable by 
diligence under the statute, and, failing that recovery, im- 
prisonment for seven days. 


LIME WATER. IMPORTANT TO DRUGGISTS. 


At Thames on May 2oth, Mr. S. Glyn Jones, 
of Leonard House, Aveley, Essex, appeared to answer 
a summons charging him with selling lime water adul- 
terated with 85 per cent. of water—Mr. George Hay 
Young prosecuted on behalf of the Poplar District 
Board of Works, and said if the offence iwas proved 
it was clear the lime water would not be of much use for 
invalids or infants.—Mr. J. Bullock, sanitary inspector, said 
that on the 2gth ult. he went to 159, East India Dock Road, 
a chemist’s shop belonging to the defendant, and was 
served with a pint of lime water, for which he paid two- 
pence. He divided the sample into three parts, one of 





~ 


which he left with the person who served him.—By - 


the Defendant: Witness was aware that lime water was . 


liable to change.—The defendant said he objected to 
the analyst’s certificate on the ground that he had not 
specially reported whether decomposition had taken place. 
He was prepared to prove that lime water was a perishable 
article and liable to decomposition. The sample sent to 
the analyst was put in a half-filled bottle; consequently it 
was impossible to reach that gentleman as sent out. The 
usual custom in the trade was to send out full bottles, in 





‘“ KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 
quettes and ‘*‘*KURRUWA” 
Chocolate Almonds. 


In Fancy Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d. 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked *‘KUR- 
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‘order to exclude the air. The lime water in the bottle pro- 
duced was now entirely a different substance to what he 
sent out.—Mr. Young argued that lime water was not a 
perishable article, and asked for an adjournment, as Mr. 
Young, the public analyst, was a man of very great experi- 
ence, and had probably not done what the plaintiff alleged 
ought to have been done, as it was not liable to decomposi- 
tion.—Mr. Dickinson accordingly adjourned the case. 


SUICIDE MADE EASY. 


At the Westminster Coroner’s Court, on May 2oth, Mr. 
John Troutbeck concluded the inquest respecting the death 
of Ellen Walker, aged 26 years, a domestic servant, who 
was found poisoned on the 16th ult. at St. Stephen’s Club, 
where she was employed.—The evidence showed that the 
deceased had complained of feeling as if she was going 
silly, but never threatened suicide. On the 21st ult. she 
was found lying in bed dying, and by her side were two tins 
which had contained “rat poison and vermin killer.”—Dr. 
Frederick Womack, analyst to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, 
now stated that he had concluded his analysis, and found 
that death was due to arsenic poisoning. In the rat 
poison he found arsenic to the extent of 11 per cent., and the 
tin was labelled “Poison.” No one could take it in mistake, 
owing to the nauseous taste. In the two tins there was 
enough poison to kill sixty people-—The coroner spoke 
very strongly about such a poison being allowed to be 
about the place, and informed Mr. Taylor, who supplied 
the tins, that he appeared to be carrying on a system of 
trade which an Act of Parliament had purposely been 
passed to prevent, and he considered that every tin should 
be labelled in large letters ‘“‘ Arsenic—Poison.” No poison- 
book was kept, as required by the Act, yet the tins were 
handled by the employées of the club.—Mr. Taylor denied 
that he conducted a retail business, and said he had a 
contract with the club, but the coroner remarked that he 
took a very serious view of this matter, and he would not 
say but that further action would be taken. Arsenic was a 
most deadly poison, yet here it was being sold quite con- 
trary to the Act. The matter would certainly require the 
fullest investigation.—Further evidence having been given, 
the jury returned an open verdict, and suggested that 
alterations should be enforced to prevent the sale of this 
arsenic. 


WHAT MAY BE SOLD AS PURE MILK. 


AT Sheffield, on May 18th, Thomas Allen, of Stanning- 
ton Hall Fatm, a milkseller, was summoned for selling 
adulterated milk. Mr. Duro, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, gave evidence that he bought a pint of milk from 
the defendant, and the milk was stated by defendant at the 
time to be new milk, with none of the cream taken off.—Mr. 
W. Collingwood, of the Town Clerk’s Office, said the 
analyst’s certificate showed that the sample contained only 
5-6ths of the proper percentage of fatty solids which new 
milk ought to contain. The analysis was fat, 2°40 per cent. ; 
non-fatty solids, 9 per cent. ; water, 80°60 per cent.—Mr. A. 
Neal, who defended, said that defendant worked for his 
brother-in-law, Mr. Payne, who kept ten cows. None of the 
cows were newly-calved cows, therefore the milk was not up 
to the usual quality. He submitted that it was only a 
matter of opinion as to what percentage of fatty solids milk 
should contain, and that the deficiency in this case was only 
trifling. —Evidence was called to show that the milk had not 
been tampered with, and the magistrates dismissed the case. 


HOW “TIBBLES’ VI-COCOA” GETS EULOGIES. 


Brrore the Lord Chief Justice and a Special Jury in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, on May 18th, the case of 
Anderson and another v. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa (Limited) 
was heard. 

Mr. Dickens, Q.C., who represented the plaintiffs, said 
that judgment was in this case to be entered by consent. 
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The plaintiffs were medical students at the school in Chandos — 
Street connected with the Charing Cross Hospital, and also 
with the Dental Hospital in Leicester Square. Before ver y 
long they hoped to pass their examinations, which would 
qualify them to practise as surgeons. The Royal College 
of Surgeons had very strong views in regard to a medical 
practitioner giving testimonials for the purpose of adver- 
tising medicines or any articles of that kind, as they looked 
upon it as derogatory to the profession. In October last 
in several London and other papers there appeared a 
flaming testimonial in an advertisement of Dr. Tibbles’ 
Vi-Cocoa. It was headed, ‘*Two Medical Students and 
Vi-Cocoa,” and the testimonial was said to be unsolicited, 
and, in order that there might be no question about it, the 
photographs of the plaintiffs were given. 

Lord Russell.—Did the plaintiffs give a certificate ? 

Mr. Dickens replied in the negative. It was an abso- 
lute concoction. It appeared that the students were in the 
habit of exchanging their photographs. 

Lord Russell.—Then it was a practical joke. 

Mr. Dickens assented, and said it was of a very bad 
character for his clients. 

Mr. Carson said the testimonial came to his clients 
purporting to be a bona fide one. It was not sent in in the 
names of these two gentlemen, but in other names, and the 
only way in which they had been damnified was by the fact 
of their photographs appearing. The defendants were 
necessarily sorry that there should have been any mistake, 
and that the plaintiffs should have been put to any 
annoyance. 

Judgment was entered for the plaintiffs for £200 and 
costs as between solicitor and clients. 


ANOTHER COFFEE-BERRY SWINDLE. 


Mr. CartER BELL (Chesire County Analyst), in his 
report for the quarter ending 31st March, says: A private 
sample of coffee was examined. It was found to contain 
an excess of sugar. This was probably due to a practice of 
roasting coffee with a certain proportion of sugar, which 
will increase the weight of the coffee from 5 to 10 per 
cent. This admixture is so skilfully done that each berry 
is coated with the sugar, and anyone buying his coffee in 
the berry would think he was obtaining it pure. Some 
may say this is an innocent adulteration, but it is at the 
same time a most profitable one, for the sugar, which is not 
much more than one penny a pound, is sold at the rate of 
a shilling or more. 


ST. GILES’ BOARD OF WORKS AND ITS ANALYST’S 


FEES. 


THE Sanitary Committee has reported that, having 
regard to the large number of premises in which milk and 
other articles of food were sold within the district, they 
were of opinion that the recommendation of the Clerk to 
the Board, that an increase of the number of samples which 
they are authorised to purchase is desirable. They recom- 
mended that the number be increased from 400 to 500 per 
annum, and that the remuneration of the analyst should be 
as follows: #100 per annum for any number of samples 
up to 200, with ros. a sample beyond 200 up to 250, and 
7s. 6d.a sample beyond 350. ‘The total number not to 
exceed 500. 

In reply to the Board, the Clerk said that the remunera- 
tion paid to the analyst was rather below the other parishes 
in the Metropolis..~The report was adopted. 


HOW DAIRYMEN ARE DEFRAUDED. 


WituiaM JoHN Monk, of Newtown Farm, Bishop’s 
Waltham, was summoned at Portsmouth, on May rsth, in 
repect of milk consigned to Portsmouth, from which it 
appeared, upon analysis, that 5:4 per cent. of cream had 
been abstracted. Defendant, for whom Mr. E. Hobbs 
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(Hyde and Hobbs) appeared, pleaded: not guilty.—Mr. 


G. H. King prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and 
said this was a case of a class they had for some time been 


- anxious to bring forward. The defendant was in the habit 


of supplying Richardson’s Dairy Company, Ltd., with milk, 
and on the r8th ult. Sanitary Inspector Benjamin proceeded 
to Bishop’s Waltham, and saw a lad named Hellard deliver 


the milk from the farm at the railway station in two churns, 
which had labels attached to them certifying them to con- 


tain “ Warranted genuine new milk with all its cream.” 
Benjamin travelled with the churns to Portsmouth, and on 
arrival took two samples. These were submitted to the 
Public Analyst, who certified that at least 5:4 per cent. of 


~cream had been abstracted.—The magistrates convicted and 


fined defendant £2 on each information and costs, or £6 
in all. This case shows the justice of the plea Mr. Edge 
has so often made in our columns. Mr. Monk might have 
caused fines and loss of repute to several innocent milk 
vendors. His fine is too light a one. 


COMPARATIVE NUTRITIVE VALUE OF MAIZE FLOUR 
AND WHEAT FLOUR. 


RECENTLY maize flour, which is comparatively a new 
food, has become a subject of general discussion among 
both consumers and scientists in the matter of its nutritive 
qualities as compared with wheat flour. 

The matter has been brought to the attention of the 
public by claims lately made in the public press, and by 
certain interested individuals that, owing to the rise in 
the price of wheat, millers and flour dealers have 
been induced to increase their profits by adding 
maize flour and maize starch, either one or both, to the 
more expensive wheat flour. It has been demonstrated 
that these claims are undeniably true. At first the com- 
bination of flours was put upon the market surreptitiously, 
no announcement to that effect having been made. The 
discovery was soon made, however, resulting in a violent 
and, in many instances, an inconsiderate and unwarranted 
denunciation. While this is true, it is also a fact that the 
millers and dealers should have notified their customers of 
the mixture, and should have reduced the price in accord- 
ance with the amount of maize flour or maize starch used 
in the adulteration. This for the reason of the great 
cheapness of the latter commodities as compared with 
wheat flour. 

The main question, however, says W. S. Maharg in Z%e 
Dixie Miller, is whether maize flour is as nutritive as wheat 
flour, and whether bread made from a mixture of wheat 
flour and maize flour or maize starch is as healthful and 
nutritive as that composed of wheat flour alone. The dis- 
cussion resolves itself into this simple problem: The 
chemical composition of a food will indicate with a fair 
degree of accuracy its nutritive value. 

In order to ascertain whether this adulteration is exten- 
sive in Chicago, and also the respective nourishing qualities 
of flour made from each of the cereals, there is now being 
made in the municipal laboratory, by the writer for the 
Department of Health of Chicago, an extensive series 
of examinations of flours on sale in various parts of the 
city. These have been collected at random by employees 
of the Health Department. The extent to which the adul- 
teration is carried on is not essential in this connection, the 
main contention being as to the relative nutritive values of 
the flours. 

In order to discuss the question intelligently it is neces- 
sary to take a view of the chemical composition of wheat 
flour and compare it with that of maize flour and maize 
starch. The following are the average results arrived at 
from a large number of analyses: 


Wheat Maize Maize 

Flour, Flour. Starch, 
Carbo-hydrates 74°0 760 859 
Protein 135 Ill — 
Fat I'3 233 — 
Mineral matter o'5 0'4 _— 
Moisture .. es I0'7 10'2 I4'1 








In flour, the carbo-hydrates consist almost entirely of 


starch. Carbo-hydrate is so called because hydrogen and 


oxygen are always present in the compound in the pro- 


portions to form water. Other members of the carbo-— 


hydrate group are cellulose, the chief constituent of the 
cells of plants; dextrose, or grape sugar, found in honey and 
ripe fruits ; lactose, or sugar of milk, and gums which exude 
from various plants. Together with fat or oil the carbo- 
hydrate furnishes the chief fuel ingredients of the food. The 
carbo-hydrates are consumed in the body producing animal 
heat, or else are changed into fat, which is stored away and 
used when demanded. Fat is thus the reserve fuel of the 
body, and explains why fat people are notassusceptibleto cold 
as lean people or those not possessing any surplus or reserve 
fat. But the protein compounds can also be used as fuel. 
The term “protein” in this connection is a general name 
for a class of compounds of varying chemical composition 
whose principal ingredient is nitrogen. Hence protein is the 
entire nitrogenous material of the food under discussion, 
exclusive of nitrogenous fats. ‘The protein of flour consists 
of the albumenoids, which make up the gluten, and also 
certain nitrogenous non-albumenoids, compounds similar in 
chemical construction to the nitrogenous extractives of 
flesh. As has been stated above, these protein compounds 
can also be consumed for fuel, and this property renders 
them of far greater value than the carbo-hydrates, which 
cannot do the work of the protein compounds in building 
up and repairing the tissues of the body. 

The bulk of the body is composed of protein. Brain, 
blood, muscle, and bone all consist of, or at least contain, 
protein compounds, and are formed from the gluten and 
other albumenoids of the food. They have been called 
histogenetic bodies, because they are essential to the 
building of the animal organism. They are found in 
greatest quantity in the seeds of plants. A large part of 
the value of milk as a food is due to an albumenoid known 
as casein, which gives to the fluid its characteristic white 
colour. It also contains other albumenoids. The mean 
average percentage composition of the albumenoids is as 
follows : ; 


Carbon 4 aap be se 63°8 
Hydrogen ... see ise oa *. ek 70 
Nitrogen B: ar = Ss 157 
Sulphur 12 
Oxygen 22°3 


The albumenoids play a very important part in the pro- 
cess of digestion, since they are transformed in the body 
under the influence of moisture into the digestive and other 
ferments. The vegetable albumen in flour in the process 
of making dough, when the flour is first moistened, instan- 
taneously transforms the. broken down starch granules pre- 
sent into maltose and dextrine. As albumenoids make up 
the bulk of protein and the body, we can readily see that of 
two foods the one containing the larger amount of protein 
will be the most nutritive. In discussing the building 
material of foods the mineral matter must not be neglected. 
This is necessary in the building of bone. Thus phosphate 
of lime is an essential ingredient of the bone. 

After this simple explanation of the component elements 
in the human body, a reference to the foregoing table of 
analysis of wheat flour, maize flour, and maize starch makes 
it apparent that, compared with wheat flour, maize flour 
contains more carbo-hydrate, less protein, and more fat 
than wheat flour. Adding the fat to the carbo-hydrates we 
get for the total, fuel compounds: 75-3 in wheat flour and 
78°3 in maize flour. That is to say, maize flour contains 
more fuel and less building material than wheat flour. 
But the difference in favour of the latter is only slight. 
Of course, taken weight for weight, it is undeniably 
superior to maize flour. Of necessity, one would have to 
eat more maize flour than wheat flour in order to secure an 
equal amount of nourishment. But here enters in the 
economy of the product. Maize floor costs only about 
one-half as much as wheat flour. Taking this fact into 
consideration, maize flour is superior to wheat flour. As 
regards the difference in nutritive values as stated, the 
deficiency of protein could be supplied by other cheap 
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foods containing a large amount of protein. The nature of 
_ the mineral constituents of both wheat flour and maize 
- flour are the same, and their respective amounts are about 
equal. The also practically contain the same amount of 
moisture. 

So far as maize starch is concerned, it is not to be con- 
sidered with either wheat flour or maize, since it is entirely 
deficient in protein, consisting as it does entirely of carbo- 
hydrates. A bread made of a mixture of wheat flour and 
‘maize starch would therefore contain less nutrition than 
bread made from pure wheat flour. 

But the mixing of maize flour and maize starch with 
wheat flour should be prohibited unless the packages are 
marked stating what the contents are. 

Another point not yet touched on is the fact that a 
dough like that made from wheat flour cannot be produced 
from maize flour. This is due to the difference in the con- 
ditions and nature of their gluten. The gluten of wheat 
flour is superior to the gluten of all other grains in that it 
absorbs about two-fifths of its weight of water, and forms 
the plastic mass which we call dough. The gluten of 
maize flour will not absorb moisture to form dough ‘There- 
fore the presence of maize flour in wheat flour would act as 
inert matter, and the production of a light porous bread 
from the mixture would be more difficult. This objection 
might be overcome by adding more of the yeast, but 
whether it would or not could only be determined by 
experiment. Maize starch added to wheat flour would 
probably act in the same manner. 


WHAT THE STANDARD OIL COMPANY CAN AFFORD 
TO PAY. 


Last year the Standard Oil Company paid 32,000,000 
dols. in dividends, against 30,000,000 dols. in 1896, and 
this year will probably pay 40,000,000 dols. So far, 
10,000,000 dols. has been paid this year. Zhe Wall Street 
News says: “The company was never more prosperous 
than it has been during the past few years, notwithstanding 
the fact that it is selling oil at the same price at which 
spring water is sold—z24 cents per gallon. It has over three 
thousand stockholders.” 

It would be interesting to know how much it paid 
certain ‘‘ experts,” lobby skunks, and politicians in recent 
years to run its monopoly of murder by the deadly 
73 degrees. Perhaps its chief Baptist may strike religion, 
and some day publish a confession, in which event some 
Parliamentary lights would look very gloomy. 


THE CHESHIRE MILK TRADE. 
IMPORTANT PROPOSALS TO SUPPRESS FRAUD. 


A MEETING of the promoters of the newly-formed 
Cheshire and District Milk Sellers’ Association was held 
on May 16th at the ‘Crewe Arms” Hotel, Crewe, the Earl 
of Crewe presiding. Representatives were present from the 
Cheshire Farmers’ Club, the Macclesfield Chamber of Agri- 
culture, Wirral Farmers’ Club, Nantwich Farmers’ Club, 
Mid-Cheshire Farmers’ Association, Cheshire Chamber of 
Agriculture, and other agricultural bodies.—A committee 
appointed at a previous meeting recommended that the 
objects of the association should include the maintenance 
of a regular supply of milk of guaranteed quality and 
purity, the insuring of a regular price for such milk, and the 
securing, if possible, of a standard analysis and measure 
for milk.— Mr. W. Whiston (Macclesfield) thought 
the association ought to start well, and for that 
reason he suggested that the landowners of the county 
should come forward and pay 1d. per acre for the land they 
owned, and that tenant farmers should also contribute 1d. 
an acre for the land they occupied.—The Earl of Crewe 
said he was not at all sure that the form in which such 
request was presented to the landowners would entirely 
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commend itself to them. Personally he should not have 


any particular objection to such a proposition, but he 


thought that probably they would arrive at some result that 
would perhaps be more satisfactory by the landlords 
recognising the advantages of the society. They must 
remember that the landowners who had _ the 
largest estates had not necessarily the largest means, 
and that the mere acreage was no particular guide in this 
matter. At the same time, he thought that landowners, 
when they understood the advantages of such an associa- 
tion, would come forward prepared to contribute something 
towards the expense. He thought that an appeal might be 
made to them from the secretary, and he should be glad to 
do what he could to help it forward. (Applause.)—The 
conditions of membership were then fixed, and also the 
terms upon which affiliated societies could send delegates 
to take part in the proceedings. A rule was adopted for 
the expulsion of any member who was found guilty of 
abstracting cream from milk sold or otherwise tampering 
with it. 


DISPOSAL OF CONDEMNED FLESH. 


WE have been favoured with a copy of the report 
recently presented by the Sanitary Committee of the 
Nottingham Town Council, detailing the results of a visit 
to Essen to view the ‘‘ Otte Flesh Destructor.” <A perusal 
of that report has reminded us of a report made by the 
Medical Officer of Health to the City of London in 1881. 
Before dealing with the latter, we will briefly set out the 
results reported from Essen, quoting largely from the 
Nottingham report : 

The apparatus in use for the destruction of con- 
demned flesh at Essen consists of a steam-jacketed 
cylinder, mounted horizontally on steel shafting, by which 
the cylinder can be either oscillated or revolved. This 
cylinder in the machine described is to ft. long and 
4 ft. 6 in. in diameter, and is known as the sterilizer, 
or disinfector. Inside there is a freely revolving perforated 
drum, within which there are a heavy iron roller, fixed in 
the lower half, and arms for securing the constant turning 
over of the contents. Attached to the sterilizer there are 
receivers for the separated fat and gelatine, which are driven 
from the sterilizer by steam jet. The apparatus requires 
about two and a half horse-power to work it. 

The method of working is described in the Report as 
follows : 

““A load of flesh, fat, bones, etc, amounting to some 
30 Or 40 cwt., z.¢., a mass corresponding to the bulk of 
from three to four horses, or any lesser quantity that may 
have to be dealt with, is introduced, either through the 
manhole on the upper surface of the cylinder, or when 
it is necessary to introduce an entire carcase, as in dealing 
with infected animals, by opening the whole end cover of 
the cylinder and allowing the carcase to slide down a 
shoot into its cavity. The inner space is now closed 
by a slide, and the whole cylinder by means of a 
clamped and steam-tight cover. Before describing the 
admission of steam to the jacket and drum, it 
may be as well to mention that from 45 lbs. to 52 
lbs. steam (3 to 35 atmospheres) is commonly used, but 
that 75 lbs. steam (5 atmospheres) is sometimes applied, 
the former when time is no object, the latter when it is, 
Steam, then, of from 45 lbs. to 75 lbs. is first admitted into 
the outer jacket, to warm the cylinder and its contents, the 
fume ejector™ (carrying offensive gases and vapour through 
a washer to the furnace) is opened, and the cylinder is 
caused to revolve or oscillate slowly. After the tem- 
perature of the interior has been raised about to boiling 
point (212 degrees), the ejector is shut off, steam is intro- 
duced into the cavity of the cylinder, and the process of 
After the latter has been 
continued for some three or four hours, the fat and 


* Suction and pressure pumps are now used (in the more 
recently constructed apparatus) for conveying the fumes to the 
boiler fire. 
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gelatine, which are now completely separated, are forced 


out into their above-mentioned receptacles (recipient and 
separator) by steam pressure. The steam is then shut off 
from the interior, and supplied only to the jacket, in 
order to dry the residual “manure” remaining in the 
interior, and the fume ejector is opened. After the 
lapse of from two to five further hours, the length of 
this period varying with the temperature of the steam, 
and the mass of material to be dried, the whole of the 
residuum will have been completely desiccated, and forced 
by the roller through the perforations in the drum. This 
stage of the process being satisfactorily completed, the 


- door at the end of the cylinder is opened, and the contents 


automatically discharged, or removed by manual labour. 

“The fat extracted from the carcases of the horse, and 
other animals commonly available, is of excellent quality, 
and fetches from 12s. to 14s. per cwt. The gelatine, 
chondrin, etc., cannot be used for glue making, on account 
of the high temperature to which they have been exposed. 
They can be used only for the making of size. The dry 
residuum has been spoken of above as manure, but it is 
stated also to be an excellent, though somewhat rich food 
for pigs, fowls, and other creatures. It is sold at from 3s. 
to 4s. per cwt. (sacks included), in sacks measuring, when 
full, 2 ft. 6 in. by 1 ft.. The material scales almost 
uniformly 110 lbs. to the bushel measure. 

“In addition to the process here described, there is one 
by which the offals, abattoir manure and sweepings, blood 
and other organic detritus of the shambles, are reduced to 
odourless manure, in similar cylinders, and by similar 
methods to those already detailed, except that no ‘reci- 
pients’ or ‘separators’ are called into use, there being no 
fat or gelatine worth mentioning to be obtained from the 
raw material to be dealt with. The product of this last 
process is said to be saleable at from 1s. to 2s. per cwt.” 

From 30,250 lbs. of flesh, mixed horse, cattle, pigs, and 
deer, there resulted 3,739 lbs. of fat, valued at 12s. per cwt., 
and 5,896 lbs. of guano, valued at 3s. 6d. per cwt. The 
coal consumed weighed 58°5 cwt., and 6d. per cwt. 

“The fat produced by the first process (¢.e., from con- 
demned flesh) is said to contain only about 13 per cent. of 
water. The residual manure from the first process is re- 
puted to contain: Water, 6°2 per cent. ; nitrogen, 6°47 per 
cent. ; phosphoric acid, 13 per cent. 

‘‘ The manure from the second process (Z.e., from offal, 
etc.) seldom contains, it is said, more than 2 per cent. of 
nitrogen, and cannot, therefore, be of any great value, 
except, perhaps, for lightening heavy soils.” 

In the City of London we understand that the following 
procedure is adopted : 


All flesh seized is steeped in a bath made up as follows: | 


Chloride of calcium, 2 cwts. ; chloride of sodium, 1°5 cwts. ; 
protosulphate of iron, 1 cwt.; picric acid, 2 lbs.; water, 
300 gals. 

It is essential that the whole of the flesh be covered 
with this solution, whereby it is rendered totally unfit for 
food, and can, if necessary, be kept for some time. 
Further quantities of picric acid should be added from 
time to time to ensure the fat being sufficiently dyed. The 
chemicals are said to have no deleterious effect on the fat, 
etc., for manufacturing purposes. Before the meat is put 
into the chemical bath it is cut and lashed about to destroy 
its marketable appearance. 

After removal from the bath, the carcases, joints, or 
what not, are passed through a “ devil,” which consists of 
two heavy toothed rollers working one above the other. 
The lower roller travels at a somewhat greater speed than 
the upper, so as to draw the masses of flesh, etc., in 
between the rollers. By this process the bones and flesh 
are ground up into a mass resembling coarsely-chopped 
mince-meat. The crushed mass is then introduced 
into a ‘“Firman’s’ Rotatory Rendering Machine,” 
which consists of a horizontal steam-jacketed cylinder, 
provided with a hollow steam-heated axis, and_ re- 
volving arms and scrapers. After closing the feed man- 
hole, steam under pressure (at a temperature not exceeding 
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200 deg. F.) is admitted for several hours, the whole — 
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apparatus being revolved by a suitable engine. The flesh 


is thus separated from the bones, and the fat from the meat 
fibre. At the proper time the steam is shut off, the excess 


steam led to a condenser, and the melted fat decanted from 
The residue left in the cylinder is — 


taps at different levels. 
again subjected, for from two to four hours, to 
steam at a pressure of from 50 to 60 lbs. (temperature 
300 deg. F.) per. square inch, which, with con- 
stant revolving and _ stirring, further reduces the 
meat fibre, dissolves out the gelatine, and _ softens 
the bones. 
led to a condenser, and all fumes escaping are pumped 
away through the boiler furnace. Thus the final concen- 
tration takes place under a partial vacuum, at a temperature 
of about 175 deg. F., and no escape of effluvium can occur. 
Lastly, the final residue, consisting of muscular fibre and 
comminuted bone, which should contain from 8 to 1o per 
cent. of moisture, is discharged from the cylinder in the 
form of a brown mass through an aperture at the one side 
of the cylinder. 


We understand that the whole apparatus can be 


obtained in England, and that the financial results are 
as satisfactory as those reported from Essen.—PudZic 
Health. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD AND 
TUBERCULOSIS. 


THE Local Government Board have put their foot down 
upon the effort made by the Town Council of Carlisle, to 
have certain tubercular diseases put upon the list of 
notifiable diseases under the Act of 1889. The Town 
Council, acting upon the advice of the medical officer, had 
determined to grapple with the diseases traceable to the 
consumption of milk derived from tubercular cows. They 
had appointed a veterinary surgeon at £100 a year to 
make a systematic inspection of the dairies and cowsheds 
of the city, and in order to make their scheme as effectual 
as possible, they had applied to the Local Government 
Board to allow them to put the following on the list of 
notifiable diseases.—Pulmonary phthisis, tabes, mesenterica, 
and tubercular meningitis. Yesterday it was announced at 
a meeting of the Health Committee that a letter had been 
received from the Local Government Board stating that 
they were not prepared to approve of the resolution of the 
Council that the diseases mentioned should be put upon 
the list of notifiable diseases. 


MILK SUPPLIES AND INFANTS’ FEEDING. 


PART two of the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Tuberculosis, published on May 14th, contains evidence 
given by Mr. J. Kay, the President of the Lancashire 
Farmers’ Club, Mr. J. King, M.R.C.V.S., Veterinary 
Inspector for the City of Manchester, and Dr. J. Niven, 
Medical Officer of Health for Manchester. The latter, in 
the course of his evidence, said it was manifest that a 
considerable amount of milk supplied in a large city like 
Manchester must contain the infection of tuberculosis. A 
large quantity of the milk came from Derbyshire and 
Cheshire. Witness was acquainted formerly with the cowsheds 
in the neighbourhood of Oldham. Many of them were very 
bad ; they were small, dark, and badly ventilated. In Cheshire 
they were very bad indeed. A number of samples of the milk 
sold in Manchester were examined to ascertain its general 
condition, and it was very often found that the milk was 
very dirty, but he (the witness) did not think it so bad now 
in that respect. The report discloses how dangerous are 
infants’ foods which require to be made up with milk. 
It shows the pressing necessity for Pasteur filtration of 
water supplies, and for a real Board of Agriculture in place 
of the present humbug. 


At the end of this stage the surplus steam is. 
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THE LAW AND DISEASED MEAT. 


THE result of the appeal, “ Rendell vy. Hemingway,’ 
reported in another column, is disgraceful to justice. The 
lot of the draper’s assistant, male or female, is hard 
enough, with its long hours, fines, bullyings, and food scant 
in quantity and vilely cooked. When to such white slavery 
is added that of unsound food from the proprietor’s own 
farm, we are furnished with an object lesson demonstrating 
that the race of Squeers and his amiable spouse is not yet 
extinct. In this appeal, brazen effrontery plus money 
enables the owner of diseased meat, stated to be intended 
for the food of his employées, to evade true justice by a 
legal quibble. This proprietor of a cheap trimming shop 
had not exposed the unsound meat for sale; he had only, 
as stated in court, intended it for the food of employées, 
whose mental, moral, and corporeal well-being he looked 
after—for a profit. Seeing that from their wages the 





cost of food and lodging was deducted or arranged 
for, he was in honesty bound to provide both in a healthy 
condition. The Public Health Act compels him to provide 
certain air space and sanitary appliances, but he is at 
liberty to feed his flock on tuberculosed meat with, if he 
likes, a donne bouche of glandered flesh, and spread ptomaines, 
or whatever disease or poison suits his sweet will, so long as 
the diseased food is not exposed for sale, because for- 
sooth “An Englishman’s house is his castle.” Incredible 
as it seems, there are actually to be found writers who 
support this infamy. Zhe Manchester Evening News says : 
‘“The point was an important one, for under the ruling of 
the justices it was permissible for an inspector to walk into 
any place, go into the larder, and lay hands on any article 
of food which he considered to be unfit for consumption. 
An appeal was lodged, and the judges, before whom the 
case was argued, came to the conclusion that the conviction 
could not be sustained. To a lay mind no other decision 
could have been arrived at in face of the oft-repeated boast 
that an Englishman’s house is his castle!” 

After all, there is little to be surprised at in this opinion 

from Manchester, for did not its idol, John Bright, battle 
valiantly for adulteration. Who forgets his memorable 
declaration that “‘adulteration was a form of commerce and 
should not be interfered with.” 
. A more manly and honest note is struck in Zhe Glode, 
which says: ‘‘ The decision of Mr. Justice Wills and Mr. 
Justice Channell in the appeal case of ‘Rendell v. 
Hemingway ’ seems to restrict the operation of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, in an undesirable way. A Bradford 
draper was fined by the Stipendiary magistrate for having in 
his possession the carcase of a diseased sheep intended to 
be used for human food, and from that decision he appealed. 
The Stipendiary magistrate found, asa fact, that the diseased 
meat was intended for the consumption of the draper’s 
family and servants, and was not to be sold. That being 
so, the judges have now held that he was wrongfully con- 
victed, the’Act being-applicable only to purveyors of food 
for sale.” 

True justice would have been served had their lordships 
and the appellant been compelled to eat some of the unsound 
meat after giving a verdict like this. Following it we may 
expect that cag-mag, slink-veal, and like delicacies will rise in 
value now that the numerous prototypes of “ Mr. Hooley” 
of “Shop Girl” fame learn that the law encourages them to 
use diseased meat for human food. 


IMPORTANT DISEASED MEAT APPEAL. 


In the High Court of Justice, on May 26th, before a 
Divisional Court composed of Mr. Justice Wills and Mr. 
Justice Channell, the appeal was heard in the case of 
“Rendell v. Hemingway,” which came before the Court as 
a case stated by Mr. Skidmore, the Stipendiary Magistrate 
of Bradford, under 20 and 21 Vic., Cap. 43, and the 42 and 
43 Vic., Cap. 49, and the Acts amending the same. The 
object of the appeal was to obtain the decision of the High 
Court on a question of law as to whether, under the Act 
named, a prosecution lay against a man for having diseased 
meat in his possession which was not exposed for sale or in 
preparation for sale. Mr. Rendell is a large shopkeeper in 
Kirkgate, Bradford, and employs a considerable number of 
hands, boarding and lodging many of them at Eldon Lodge, 
Eldon Place. A sheep was sent from Eldon Lodge from 
Mr. Rendell’s outlying farm at Baildon, being intended for 
consumption, as stated by his employées. On 
January 27th last, Inspector Hemingway visited the 
meat-house at Eldon Lodge, and found there the 
carcase of the sheep, which was unfit for human food. By 
his order it was seized, and the matter was brought before 
the Stipendiary Magistrate, who convicted the defendant 
and imposed a fine of £5, with £4 8s. costs. The case 
stated by the magistrate rehearsed the facts and submitted 
(1) if it was necessary for conviction under the Act to prove 
only that the carcase was upon the defendant’s premises 
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and (2) if it was necessary for the purpose of conviction to 


prove that the carcase was deposited for sale, or in prepara- 
tion for sale. The defendant appealed against the magis- 
trate’s decision. Mr. Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., and Mr. 
Longstaff appeared for the appellant ; Mr. Lawson Walton, 
Q.C., Mr. Carson, Q.C., and Mr. Chitty represented the 
respondent. 

_ Mr. Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., in opening the case for the 
appellant, said that it raised a very important question, 
under certain sections of the Public Health Acts, as to 
whether a prosecution lay against a person for having 
diseased meat in his possession, and, in fact, in his own 
private larder, such meat not being at the time exposed for 
sale. 

Mr. Justice Channell: It arises in Bradford and under 
the Public Health Act? 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson replied that that was so. The 
case arose under Sections 116 and 117 of the Public 
Health Act, and the question at issue was one of the most 
important that could be considered by the Court. 

Mr. Justice Channell: A good many cases have arisen 
in London, but whether the facts are similar or not I do not 
know. 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson said that the facts in this case 
were somewhat unusual, and he thought that the case as 
stated by the magistrate would bear out his view of the 
issues involved. It appeared that at the Petty Sessions 
held in Bradford on the 24th February and 1st March, an 
information was preferred by William Hemingway, the 
respondent in the present instance, against Albert Rendell, 
under the Public Health Act, charging him with having, on 
January 27th, at the meat-house, Eldon Lodge, a carcase 
of sheep which was unfit for human food, and was intended 
for consumption. It was proved before the magistrate that 
on the day in question the respondent, who is an inspector 
of nuisances, visited Mr. Rendell’s premises, and found in 
the larder of the house the carcase of a sheep which was 
intended for consumption, and was unfit for human food. 
This carcase was by the inspector ordered to be removed, 
and the matter was subsequently dealt with by the Stipen- 
diary Magistrate, who ordered it to be destroyed. The 
carcase was at the time of seizure on the premises 
of Mr. Rendell, and was intended to be used by him 
for himself, his family, his servants, and workpeople 
employed by him as a draper and shopkeeper in Bradford. 
It was not proved that the carcase was intended for sale, 
or was in preparation for sale. On the part of the de- 
fendant, it was argued that there could be no conviction 
under the Act, as there was no proof of exposure for 
sale; but the magistrate considered himself bound to 
follow the decision of Mr. Justice Hawkins and Mr. Justice 
Stephens, and convicted the defendant, imposing a penalty 
of £5 and costs. He (counsel) submitted that the case 
was really unarguable. The only way in which he could 
account for the result was that the Stipendiary Magistrate 
had put a wrong construction upon the views expressed by 
the learned judges, and had also taken an erroneous view 


of the case of Mallison v. Carr. By Section 116 of the 


a ‘ 


Public Health Act the magistrates were empowered in the 


event of food being found to be unfit for human con- — 


sumption to condemn the same, and it was provided that 
the person to whom the same belonged at the time. of 
the exposure should be liable to a penalty not exceeding 
420, or, at the discretion of the Court, should be liable to 
not more than three months’ imprisonment. 
further provision in the Public Health Amendment Act of 
1890, Section 28, that Sections 116-119 of the Public 
Health Act of 1875, relating to unsound meat, should apply 
to all articles intended for the food of man, and sold, or 


There wasa 


exposed for sale, or in preparation for sale within the dis- — 


trict of any local authority. By Sub-section 2, the 
magistrates might condemn any such article and order it 


to be destroyed, as mentioned in Section 117 of the Actof 


1875, if he is of opinion that the article is unfit for human — 
food, and although the same may not have been seized 
under the powers conferred by Section 116. Thus the 
magistrates were given the power to condemn before 
seizure. According to the proper interpretation of those 
Acts, it would seem to be an absurdity to contend that, 
because a man had in his private larder, say, a bad egg, 
which might, indeed have been kept for political purposes 
(laughter) 

Mr. Carson: Yes; but if it were kept for political 
purposes it would not be intended for the food of man. 
(Laughter). 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson said at all events it could not 
under the circumstances he referred to be denied that 
the egg would be intended for the use of man. (Laughter.) 
But it surely would be an astonishing state of things if a man 
found to have in his private larder a quantity of meat that 
had become bad, or an egg that had become stale, were 
liable to have the same seized, and further liable to 
prosecution, fine, and imprisonment, He contended that. 
the magistrate in this case had taken a wrong view 
of the case. Counsel read the case of Mallison v. 
Carr, stated by the Justices of the West Riding, in 
which the justices refused to convict, on the ground 
that the meat was not proved to have been exposed 
for sale at the time of the seizure. It was perfectly clear 
that there was sufficient evidence to warrant the justices 
in coming to the conclusion that the carcase was not only 
intended for food, but was in preparation for the same. 
His contention was that the Bradford Stipendiary Magistrate 
had taken an erroneous view of the decided case. In the 
present instance the carcase was in the private larder of 
Mr. Rendell. The inspector of nuisances went into his 
larder, and, finding what he considered to be bad meat, 
ordered it to be taken away. On this view the Stipendiary 
Magistrate convicted the defendant. He submitted that 
there was no ground whatever for the conviction. 

Mr. Lawson Walton, Q.C., for the respondent, submitted 
that the learned magistrate was right in the decision at which 
he had arrived. The machinery under the two Sections 116 
and 117 was designed for two distinct cases. Section 116 
was applicable to seizure and Section 117 was applicable to 
punishment. It was intended by the Act that the inspector 
should have cast upon him the responsibility of seizing bad 





meat which was intended for human food, or which was in ~ 


preparation for sale as such. If the inspector proved that 
the meat was unfit for human food, he was entitled to seize 
it, and then he might put into operation Section 117. The 
magistrates had no power to inquire whether the inspector 


was right or wrong, and it was not for the tribunal which ¥ 


acted under Section 117 to inquire into the circumstances 
at all. ‘That was a matter for the discretion of the inspector, 


who might have been wrong or right, and against whom, if — 


wrong, compensation might be obtained. 

inspector goes into a butcher’s shop. 
Mr. Tindal Atkinson: No, no. 
Mr. Carson: A draper. 


In this case the — 


Not a butcher. 
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Mr. Lawson Walton said he would take the case of a 


butcher. The inspector enters, and pronounces meat to be © 
bad. ‘The butcher says that he is not going to sell it. © 
The inspector has to determine whether it is going to be 


f 


iu 


1a. 


bara ee Wis vane c ‘i 


ies oly a 
ARO 


se "FOOD AND SANITATION. 


oR Bae 
sold or not ; and if he is satisfied that it is there for sale 


of something like 
_ Section 116 of the Act that the inspector should decide 
this question of fitness or unfitness, and as a general rule 
_ such persons were competent and responsible men, mostly 


that a man should be liable without a knowledge. 
- view of the case was that the meat in this instance was to be 


-and that it is unfit for human food, he has power to seize. 
_ The matter would then be carried before the justices, who 


mad no power to inquire whether he was right or wrong. 
Mr. Justice Channell: So that on the discretion of 
ee inspector a man is liable to three months’ imprison- 
ment. 
Mr. Faskiad Wills: The meat must have been intended 
for human food. in this case. 
-Mr. Lawson Walton said that they had almost daily 


cases in which whole cargoes of meat were condemned at. 


the instance of inspectors, resulting sometimes in the loss 
42,000. It was clearly intended by 


medical officers of repute, who had only the interests of the 
public to regard. 

Mr, Justice Wills remarked that it was rather a nice 
question for an inspector to decide whether the meat was 
intended for sale or consumption or not. 

Mr. Lawson Walton replied that, after all, the inspector 


‘was quite as competent as the magistrate to decide. 


Mr. Justice Wills: The person preceeded against is 
liable to imprisonment, and whether he is to go to prison or 
not is to be decided by the inspector, who would possibly 
be proceeding against a person who had no knowledge. 

Mr. Lawson Walton admitted that no doubt it was hard 
Another 


eaten by the appellant himself and by his servants, and that 
it was supplied to them in return for their labour. It was 
contended that because by their labour they paid for it it 
was therefore sold.- The Act was also intended to prevent 
large employers of labour supplying to their workers food 
which they would not themselves consume. 

Mr. Justice Channell: That has not been found—that it 


was to be consumed by the appellant’s workers. 


Mr. Lawson Walton said it been so found. 
After further argument, Mr. Justice Wills, in giving 


judgment, said he was of opinion that the conviction could 


not be sustained. No doubt any measure that could deal 
with such a case might be a very useful piece of legislation, 
but it was plain that the Act was not intended to confer 
upon inspectors the powers that were here contended for. 
It was an extraordinary proposition to say that a person 
might be proceeded against on the motion of an inspector, 


_ without that person’s knowledge, and that on the: motion of 


_ prisoned. 
- under the Act was not committed unless the meat was sold 


‘pose of preparation for sale. 


_ A fine of tos. and costs was imposed. 
miss, of the Court Inn, Wellington, was charged with a 


the inspector alone that person could be fined and im- 
It appeared to his lordship that an offence 


or exposed for sale, or deposited in any place for the pur- 
He thought that the con- 
viction should be quashed. 


Mr. Justice Channell: I am of the same opinion, and I 


_ think the case is perfectly clear. 


The conviction was accordingly quashed. 


THE WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE BUSINESS. 


MosEs BEADING, who was represented by his wife, was 
summoned at Durham on May 25 under the Food and 


_ Drugs Act for selling a pint of rum which was adulterated 


beyond the amount allowed by law.—B. Scott-Elder, chief 
inspector of the County Council under the Food and Drugs 
Act, deposed that on the 28th ult. he purchased a pint of 
rum at the Marquis of Granby Inn, Framwellgate Moor, of 
which the defendant was the landlord, and paid the usual 
price, 2s. for it. He divided it into the usual parts, notify- 
ing to Mrs. Beading, who supplied him, that he was going 
to have it analysed. He now produced the analyst’s cer- 
tificate, showing that the rum was 33°70 degrees under 
proof, which was more than the standard prescribed by law. 
Joseph Middle- 





similar offence.—The inspector said he bought a pint of 


rum on the 29th April at defendant’s house. He was 
served by Mrs. Middlemiss. He sent a portion to the 
County analyst, who certified that it was 30°84 degrees 
under proof.—Defendant did not appear. 
ros. and costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At Dublin, on May 26th, Christopher Donaghy, 18, 
Old Kilmainham, and William Kavanagh, 54, James’s 
Street, provision dealers, were fined ros. each for exposing 
margarine for sale without having it duly labelled. The 
offences were proved by Food Inspector Kane. 


At the Guildhall, London, Henry John Webb, 376, 
General Markets, pleaded guilty to a summons charging 
him with selling margarine as butter, contrary to the Food 
and Drugs Act. Mr. Ricketts prosecuted on behalf of the 
Butter Association. -The defendant said that personally he 
knew nothing about the matter. The Alderman imposed 
a fine of “10 and costs. ——John Magin, 1394, Central 
Markets ; 
and Messrs. White and Co., 
summoned for infringing the Margarine Act. 
defended. Each was fined £10 and costs. 


Art Southwark, on May 26th, Margaret Williams, trading 
as Jenkins and Co., of Cornwall Road, was summoned for 
selling margarine as butter, and not having the prescribed 
label.—The defendant pleaded Guilty, and expressed her 
regret.—Mr. Slade ordered her to pay £4 and £1 5s, 
costs. 


At Westminster, on May 23rd, Walter Clear, provision 
merchant, of King’s Road, Chelsea, was summoned for 
selling as butter a mixture adulterated with foreign fat to 
the extent of 40 per cent.—Fined £2 14s. 6d., including 
costs. 


Tuomas and Jane Evans, of Dartrey Terrace, Dartrey 
Road, Chelsea, were similarly summoned.—In this case 
the percentage of foreign fat was said to be 95, and 
Mr. Ricketts said the sample was taken from one of a 
number of rolls on the shop counter which were labelled 
“Pure butter.”—Mr. Marsham made the penalty the same 
as in the last case—gos., and 14s. 6d. costs. 


254, Central Markets, were 
Mr. Beck 


DISEASED MEAT. A RIDICULOUS PENALTY. 


At Batley, on May 23rd, George Mellor, butcher, 
Mill Lane, Batley Carr, was charged with exposing 
beef. for sale which was unfit for the food of man, 
and Thomas Dodds, aas Tom Hutchinson, was 
charged. with aiding and abetting in the offence. 
On the night of Friday, May 13th, Mr. Lindley 
(sanitary inspector to the Batley Corporation) had his atten- 
tion called to a stall occupied by the defendant Mellor. 
There were eighteen pieces of beef exposed for sale, which, 
on being examined, were found to be soft, flabby, and dis- 
coloured, and totally unfit for human consumption. ‘The 
medical officer (Dr. Stewart), the veterinary surgeon 
(Dr. Whitehead), and Mr. Walter Critchley, a magistrate, 
also saw the meat, which was condemned and ordered to be 
destroyed. Mr. Lindley seized it, and conveyed it to the 
destructor works, where it was burnt. William Almond, 
bailiff on the Batley Co-operative Society’s Farm at Soothill, 
deposed to having a cow which suffered from an enlarge- 
ment of the udder, and to selling it to Dodds for ras. 6d., 
with a view to its being sold for cats’ meat. The proper 
price, if the animal had been healthy, would have been 
£18 or £20. In further evidence it was shown that Dodds 
took the carcase of a cow to a Dewsbury slaughter-house, 
where it was cut up. The defendant Mellor, it was stated, 
went there in reference to the matter. The Bench con- 
sidered the case a very bad one, and fined Mellor £20 


He was fined. 


Frederick Claudias Ash, 379, Central Markets ; . 
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and costs, or two months’ imprisonment. 
_the other defendant, there seemed to be some doubt, and | — 
he was therefore discharged. 

For such an offence prison without the option of a fine” 
was surely needed. 


EXCESS WATER IN BUTTER. 


At Shipston-on-Stour, Augustus Elliott, grocer, of Lower 
Brailes, was summoned by Inspector G. F. Bennett, under 
the Foods and Drugs Act, for having sold a certain quantity 


of butter adulterated with 20 per cent. of water, contrary | 


to law. Messrs. Jacques and Sons, solicitors, Birming- 
ham, on behalf of the butter company or importers who 
sold the butter to defendant, instructed Mr. Norris Foster 
to appear on behalf of the trade and of defendant. They 
pleaded guilty to the charge of adulteration with water, but 
stated that there could be no case against defendant as it was 
unavoidable, and there was no specified or definite percentage 
laid down in the Act bearing on this case. They contended 
that the water in the butter was naturally absorbed in the 
making up of the butter. Prosecutor produced Dr. Bostock 
Hill’s analysis, proving 20 per cent. of water in the butter. 
The inspector contended that 16 per cent. was the 
maximum adulteration allowed, and that t2 per cent. was 
the average percentage of water in butter. Mr. Norris 
contended that water did not render butter impure, and 
that this was the first offence if it was one. On this point 
there had been no recorded conviction in any court, and 
there was no certified percentage laid down under the Food 
and Drugs Act bearing on this case. He asked their wor- 
ships to dismiss the case. The case was dismissed. 


A WARNING TO DRUGGISTS. 
IMPORTANT LIME-WATER CASE. 


W. S. Jones, chemist, of 159, East India Dock Road, 
appeared, at Thames Police Court, on May 27th, to an 
adjourned summons, taken out at the instance of Mr. 
Bullock, sanitary inspector to the Poplar Board of Works, 
for selling lime-water adulterated with 85 per cent. of water. 
—On the 2oth ult. Mr. Bullock purchased a, pint of lime- 
water at the defendant’s shop, and on being analysed it was 
found to be deficient in lime to the extent of 85 per cent., 
or adulterated with water to the extent of 85 per cent.—The 
defendant contended that the lime evaporated, and when 
the inspector divided the sample into three portions the 
strength was still further reduced, as the bottles were not 
then full. ‘The case was adjourned for the attendance of 
the public analyst, as Mr. Jones also argued that lime-water 
was liable to decomposition, and the analyst’s certificate did 
not state that—Mr. W. C. Young, public analyst, proved 
analysing the lime-water, which he found as stated above. 
The bottle, when handed to him, was perfectly sealed, and 
no change had taken place in its condition. Lime-water was 
not liable to decomposition, and was a stable article.—By the 
defendant : He used the oxalic test and the sulphuric test 
solutions. In the hands of such a skilful druggist as the 
defendant he considered it was absolutely impossible for 
lime-water to decompose.—The defendant, in answer to 
the charge, said lime-water was the most delicate solution 
they had, and was particularly liable to decomposition. 
When purchased for analysis it should be treated in the 
same way as they were enjoined by the authorities. He 
had tested the lime-water and found it contained the full 
percentage of lime.—He called Mr. Peter M’Ewan, who 
stated that lime-water was liable to decomposition.—Mr. 
Mead said he was of opinion the certificate was a condition 
of proceeding, and he came to the opinion the article was 
deficient. The defendant had sold the article to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, but it had been conceded it was 
not done for any pecuniary consideration. ‘The prosecu- 
tion was a very important one, and there would be a 
penalty of ros. and £3 3s. costs.—In reply to the 
defendant Mr. Mead said he could appeal to Quarter 
Sessions. 


With regard to | 


SAGO. 

At Caerphilly Police Court, Ithel John Thowae & grocer, 
Senghenydd, was summoned for selling sago which was 
adulterated.— Mr. R. R. Morgan, solicitor, Cardiff, appeared 
for the defence.—Inspector John Williams stated that he 
took a sample and, upon analysis, found it to contain roo. 
per cent. of tapioca. The case was adjourned sve die, 
pending the decisions being given in two similar cases of 
appeal with reference to similar prosecutions. 


SUGAR. 


Ar Chertsey Petty Sessions Mrs. Baldwin, a grocer, of 
Thames Street, Weybridge, was summoned | for selling 
sugar which was not of the quality demanded.—Mr. Cliffe, 
the county inspector, sent his boy assistant into Mrs. 
Baldwin’s shop for a pound of Demerara sugar, for which 
he paid 2d. He was, it was admitted, supplied with 
crystallised sugar, which was dyed to the colour of the 
genuine article. Mr. Cliffe explained that Demerara was 
the natural product of the cane, and had better sweetening 
and preserving qualities than the crystal sugar.—Mrs. 
Baldwin’s defence was was that in her little business the 
customers were not particular as to the description of the 
sugar. They simply asked for a pound of sugar. If Mr. 
Cliffe had come in and asked for Demerara sugar “for 
analysis,” she naively remarked, she would have said she 
only had crystal sugar.—The Chairman said only a small 
fine of 15s. including costs, would be inflicted, but 
defendant must understand that the article asked for must 
be supplied. 


COLMAN’S MUSTARD. 


THE manager to John Smith Dent, of 62, Richmond 
Road, was summoned at Kensington Petty Sessions: on 
May r7th for selling mustard which was adulterated to the 
extent of ro per cent. of a wheaten substance.—Inspector 


Ellenden said he divided the article into three parts, telling 


defendant that the sample was purchased for the purpose of 
being analysed. The sample was served in a paper bag. 


Defendant said he ought to have put a label on the bag stating | 
that the article sold was a-condiment.—The defendant said — 


that what the inspector said was quite right.—In reply to 
Mr. Jackson, the inspector said that a sample of vinegar 
was taken at the same time, and found to be all right.— 
The Chairman said the real offence was that there was no 
label on the bag.—In reply to Dr. Forman, defendant said 
the mustard was Colman’s. They also sold mixtures. He 
did not buy it as pure mustard.—Dr. Forman said that he 
had sold it as pure mustard.—The Bench inflicted a fine of 
1s., and the analyst’s fee, and the Chairman told him to be 
more careful in the future. 

The defence was raised that pure mustard was uneatable, 
which is nonsense. Colman’s sell pure mustard, and it is 
good mustard. We are weary of excuses for the sale of 
wheaten flour at mustard price. 


DIFFICULTIES OF MANURE MANUFACTURERS. 


At Preston, on May 25th, Peter 


Swales, horse 


slaughterer and manure manufacturer, carrying on business — 


in Manning Road, Ribbleton, was summoned at the instance 


of the Corporation for causing a nuisance by the manufacture — 


of manure. ‘The proceedings were taken under Section 114 
of the Public Health Act, 1878. Mr. Hamer, Town Clerk, 


prosecuted, and Mr. G. Oakey defended.—Thomas Jackson, . 
inspector of nuisances, put in the authority to proceed and ~ 


the certificate of the medical officer of health that the place 
was a danger to the health of the inhabitants of the district. 
He visited the premises on Wednesday, April 13th. 
condition was very foul and offensive, and that ofthe buildings 


Their | 


was bad, very bad. They were totally unadapted for the work — 


which was being carried on. 


The smell was noticeable at a . 
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distance of 100 yards. On the south side of the place there 
were about 40 tons or 50 tons of manure in course of 


_ preparation, which was simply a moving mass of minute 


animal life, emitting a most offensive smell when turned 


over, as it had to be. He had had complaints from people 
living at a distance of half or three-quarters of a mile.— 
Evidence in support of the inspector’s statement was called, 
several persons living in the neighbourhood speaking to the 
foul smells, etc.—The magistrates intimating that they 
intended to convict, the Town Clerk put in the certificate 
of a conviction on February 21st, 1898, when a fine of 45 
and costs was imposed. The Bench thought there had 
been practically no attempt to lessen the nuisance, and 
they had not the slightest hesitancy in fining defendant 
#10 and costs, or in default one calendar month.—Mr. 


_ Oakey gave notice of intention to appeal. 


C 


OLIVE OIL. 


On the 23rd inst., Ebenezer Austen, grocer, of 20, 
Albert Road, Southsea, was summoned to the police-court at 
Portsmouth by the sanitary authorities, and under the Food 
and Drugs Act he was charged with having, on April 18th, 
sold to the prejudice of Sanitary Inspector George Lattimore 
Scott, a flask of oil which was not of the nature demanded. 
Mr. G.H. King prosecuted.—The officer stated that on going 
to the defendant’s shop he asked the defendant’s assistant for 
a flask of olive oil, for which he paid 5d., but on telling him it 
was for the purpose of analysis he called the defendant from 
the other end of the shop, and the defendant at once told him 
that he could not guarantee it as being olive oil, and that his 
assistant had no right to sell it as such.—The Justices’ Clerk : 
What I understand is that, you completed the purchase 
before you saw the defendant ?—Inspector Scott : That is 


.so.—The certificate from the borough analyst showed that 


the oil contained 95 per cent. of palm oil, and therefore 


. was not olive oil.—vVThe Clerk: What is olive oil used 


for?—Witness: For various purposes, but chiefly in 
cooking.—The Clerk: And for salads?—Yes, I have 


_always understood so.—And it is therefore an article of 


food >—Yes.—There was no label on the bottle >—No.— 
Are you sure the assistant heard you ask for olive oil ?— 
Yes, and he repeated the words after me.—The Assistant : 
I did not.—The defendant said that the price would show 
that the flask did not contain olive oil, as the price of the 
latter was 8d. per flask.— William Franklin, the defendant’s 
assistant, alleged that he did not understand the inspector 
to say “olive oil,” and said that he laid the money on the 
counter.—The Justices’ Clerk: Well, that is paying for it, 
and completing the purchase.—The Chairman (Mr. T. 
Cousins) inquired what the oil really was, and Chief- 
Inspector Bell explained that it was cotton-seed oil.—The 
Chairman said that the object of the’Food and Drugs Act 
was that the purchaser should get exactly what he asked 
for. In the case before them they believed that the 
inspector did ask for olive oil, but the analysis showed that 
it was a very bad case of adulteration. _It was clear, too, 
that the oil was not recognised as olive oil in the shop, 
because after the inspector’s declaration the assistant 
raised the question about it. They fined the defendant 
20s. and 135. costs. 


CO-OPERATIVE MILK AND THE SCOTCH ANALYSTS. 


Berore Sheriff Gillespie, at Dunfermline, on May 24th, 
David Peebles, secretary, and as representing the Dun- 
fermline Co-operative Society (Limited), and Henry 
Marshall, a dairy vanman in the employment of the society, 
were charged with a contravention of the Food and Drugs 
Act, in respect that they sold one pennyworth of sweet 
milk which, upon analysis, was found to have had 37 per 
cent. of the natural food abstracted. The accused pleaded 
not guilty. The principal witness for the prosecution 
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was Professor W. Ivison Macadam, who spoke to having 
made three separate analyses of the sample forwarded to 
him, and found each to show that 37 per cent. of the fat had 
been extracted. The professor was subjected to a searching 
cross-examination as to the standard of natural fat in genuine 
milk, and he adhered to his original statement that the 
usually adopted standard was 3 per cent. It was brought 
out that, in order to prevent the cream accumulating at 
the top, the Society’s vanmen were provided with vessels to ~ 
draw off two gallons of milk from the bottom of the cans 
and pour it in at the top; but on the morning in question 
Marshall omitted to take this vessel with him. It was sug- 
gested that this omission might account for the poor quality 
of the milk; but Professor Macadam declined to adopt 
that view, pointing out that the jolting of the van over the 
streets of Dunfermline would prevent the cream rising to 
any appreciable extent. The vanman and Mr. Peebles 
were put into the witness-box, and the former admitted that 
since the complaint had been made he had been dismissed ; 
while the latter explained that this was owing to Marshall 
being unable to name a single individual to whom he had 
sold skimmed milk, the quantity of which he took out that 
day was five gallons. Mr. John Hunter, public analyst of 
Mid-Lothian, who was called for the defence, declared, 
with much warmth, that there was no standard as to 
the proportion of fat, and backed this up by the state- 
ment that in cases where the standard was much 
less than that adopted by Professor Macadam, such 
authorities as Dr. Stevenson Macadam, Dr. Falconer King, 
Dr. Drinkwater, and others came into Court and said that 
the milk was perfectly genuine. He had tried to adopt 
several standards, but had had the legs knocked from the 
whole of them by Dr. Macadam and others, and he had no 
present standard. After further evidence and a long debate, 
the Sheriff said he was of opinion that the small percentage 
of fat in this case threw upon the vendor the onus of 
rebutting the inference that there was abstraction of fatty 
matter. He thought, however, that the evidence for the 
respondent was sufficient for this purpose, and he found 
the complaint not proven. It was stated for the prosecution 
that there was no insinuation as to the general quality of 
the milk sold by the Co-operative Society. Samples had 
been taken from other vans on the same day as the sample in 
question was taken, and they were found to be perfectly 
good. 


THE. LANCASHIRE AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY AND 
ADULTERATION. 


INSPECTOR PARKINSON, in his annual report, says: 
““My time has been fully occupied with the fraudulent 
dealers in margarine and adulterated butter, and, generally 
speaking, I have been successful in my efforts at the various 
courts within the county jurisdiction, although in the Royton 
district I had a case twice before the justices, and on both 
occasions the bench were equally divided, and, of course, 
to-day the case stands in abeyance, as well as three others 
in the same district—two of which proved warranties—in 
consequence of the decision of the Queen’s Bench in 
Derbyshire v. Houlston (Manchester Corporation). Since 
then I have had some half-dozen cases of similar character, 
running up to 22°70 per cent. of water, in which I have not 
taken action through this decision, they having notified 
me as to warranty. One of the chief things that calls for 
early attention is the law as to warranty. In consequence 
of the above decision, the Food and Drugs Act in many 
cases is now absolutely inoperative. Let us have it pro- 
perly defined, so that we may know exactly where we 
stand.” After complaining of ‘the most inadequate fines 
considering the offences in margarine cases, where the 
prices charged were those of butter,’ Inspector Parkin- 
son proceeds: “‘I have taken 262 samples of butter and 
margarine for the county authority, resulting in 132 convic- 
tions, with fines amounting to .~143 18s. 6d. I havehad in 
addition four convictions for the society in the borough of 
Southport. I have taken only one sample of cheese, 
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which was pronounced genuine. The total number of 
convictions was 136, or slightly over 50 per cent. upon 
samples purchased. I trust the Government will see 
its way to establish a standard of water in butter 
as well as margarine. I communicated with the 
Department of the Dominion Govern- 
ment of Canada as to the result of their analysis for 
water in butter throughout the Dominion—from Nova 
Scotia jright away to the North-west territories, and the 
average in their butter is 8°97 percent. I have also com- 


-municated with some of the best authorities in America, 


and the general result is about 10 percent. of water in firkin 
butter. The public analyst’s maximum is most liberal, viz., 
15 percent. I again wish to remind the committee that 


there is a large amount of adulterated butter sold to the 


confidential order or family trade, which neither I nor any 
other inspector can get at; and would remind the better 
classes that they aré swindled as well as the poor. Mixtures 
of butter and margarine should not be allowed; neither 
ought margarine to be coloured the same as butter. There 
is no end of sharp practice behind glass screens. I would 
suggest that it should be sold in no other form or way than 
fairly exposed for sale by retail upon the counter, fair to the 
view of the public purchaser, and not screened with bottles, 
packets of tea, and other substances. Then we have dishes 
accidentally wrong way about, always getting that way in 
siding up or siding down, at all hours of the day. Then when 
they have thrown meal in the eyes of the Bench—to chuckle 
and grin at their success—they have a modern dish shaped 
like a saucer and labelled underneath, so that the public 
standing up at the counter cannot see the label without 
bending down to look under. Yellow letters which cannot 
be seen cr read in gaslight is another device, and number- 


- less other means to deceive the public are adopted, not 


forgetting a square block of margarine and another of 
butter of precisely the same colour, joined together upon 
one dish, to be used according to the customer—if the 
customer is safe, give him or her margarine for butter. I 
say again, let it be fairly exposed openly upon the counter. 
This could not hurt the poor man’s stomach, and would 
most decidedly help his pocket. 
the Government will legislate in the next Parliament, and 
that at least half-a-dozen inspectors will be appointed ; they 
would work wonders. Direct authority from the Govern- 
ment would have a wonderful effect ; as well as a couple of 
the best men at points of landing who were good judges 
of water in excess, as well as of mixtures of foreign 
fats in butter, for I feel satisfied that thousands of 
pounds sterling are paid for water in excess as butter to the 


Germans and Hollanders, and the point of landing is the 


place at which to take samples of such before it is dis- 
tributed. A good judge would only take samples for which 
he had good reasons, and not glut Somerset House with a 
lot of useless samples. . . . There is far less adulteration 
and fraud than there was a year ago—in one section of the 
county where last year I had thirty convictions there are 
this year only six. Wherever the law is carried out with a 
firm hand, not necessarily a severe one, there is great im- 
provement. . . . I do not suppose that to-day there is any- 
where in these kingdoms a mixed population of the same 
number as under the jurisdiction of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster in the same order and so free from fraudulent 
abuse in the sale of margarine and adulterated butter as 
here, although we are far from perfect. The change for the 
better is most marvellous.” 





GERMAN LAWS RELATING TO THE MANUFACTURE OF 
BEER. 


FROM an appendix presented to the Beer Materials 
Committee we ascertain the actual state of the law in 
Bavaria and other parts of Germany under the provisions 
of which beer is manufactured, As early as the year 1200 
regulations were established at Nuremberg, but it was in 





It is to be hoped that . 


the year 1516 that the authorities of Upper and Lower 
Bavaria issued an order prohibiting the employment of any — 

other materials than barley, hops and water. In 1616 this 

prohibition was reiterated by a police regulation, and the | 


fact that the use of substitutes was at no time allowed in 
Bavaria is borne out by the concluding sentences of the 
Bavarian Landtag of November roth, 1891, which says: 
“The use of any substances other than, or any substitutes 
for, barley, malt and hops in the preparation of brown 
beer, continues prohibited.” 

Article 7 of the Bavarian Malt Law of 1868, amended 
in 1889, and now in operation provides: “That no sub- 
stances of any description whatever shall, in the manufacture 
of beer, be added to or substituted for malt, and no unmalted 
cereal shall be used either by themselves or in conjunction 
with malt.” The penalties for offences against this law are 
sufficiently heavy, being fines from 180 to 540 marks, or £9 
to £27. These penalties have been inflicted for additions 
of salicylic acid, liquorice, caramel and saccharine ; also 
for the introduction of liquid carbonic acid, while the only 
“finings” permitted are those that will net mix with the beer, 
and whose action is purely mechanical. The employment 
of sugar and other malt substitutes is punishable where the 
beer is called Bavarian or Lager Beer, which implies that no 
substitutes whatever have been used. . 

By the provisions of the Imperial Code, applicable to 
the whole of Germany (including Bavaria), there are still 
more stringent rules and heavier penalties relative to the 
manufacture and sale of food, stimulants, and other articles 
of daily consumption. A section of that law, dated 1897, 
says: ‘‘A term of imprisonment not exceeding six months, 
and a fine not exceeding 1,500 marks (£75), or either of 
these penalties, are incurred by any person who, for pur- 
poses of deception, imitates or adulterates food or stimu- 
lants, or by any person who sells or puts up for sale, under 
a name designed to deceive or mislead, any food or 
stimulant that is deteriorated, imitated, or adulter- 
ated.” 

It is, therefore, clear that the jealousy of the Bavarian 
Government with respect to the purity and honesty of the 
beer consumed by the people absolutely forbids the use of 
any material which tends to make the beer appear to be, or 
actually to be, either better or worse than is really the case 
—viewed from the standpoint that xorma/ or natural beer is 
by law and by popular acceptance regarded only as a 
product obtained from barley-malt, hops, and water, and 
subsequent fermentation. 

The Bavarian brewer cannot shelter himself under the 
plea that the beer he may produce from substitutes is 
wholesome or innoxious ; the materials he is allowed to use 
are strictly: defined, and the slightest departure from the 
law, which has been tested by the experience of over 
three centuries, subject him to exposure and punish- 
ment. 

It is a singular fact that although this limitation of 
materials does not yet apply to the whole of Germany, the 
North German brewers are anxious for a similar law to be 
enforced in their district, on the ground that the prohibition 
of the use of ale substitutes would increase the consumption 
of beer ; and they refer to the preference given to Bavarian 
beers as caused by the satisfaction of the consumer “that 
what he absorbs has been prepared with malt, hops, yeast, 
and water only.” 

The existence in Munich of so many important breweries, 
one of them being held and worked by the State, affords 
full proof of the possibility of satisfying the people with pure 
normal beer. Brewing is an art in that City of the Arts. 
Each brewer vies with others in trying to produce the best 
beverage, the quality of which is his chief advertisement. 
The manager of the largest Munich brewery said to Dr. 
Schidrowitz, “if a brewer were detected in the use of substi- 
tutes—and he could not help being detected—he would 
not only be ruined, but the people would try to lynch him 
as well.” This remark graphically expresses the very strong 
opinion on this subject held in Bavaria. 

If in Bavaria, why not also in England ?—Mark Lane 
Lexpress. 
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WANTED: A MAN IN PLACE OF MR. CHAPLIN. 


Ory Mr. Chaplin and Mr. T. W. Russell should sponge 
upon their country and draw heavy salaries for shirking 
work is a question which agriculturists and traders are ask- 
ing none too soon. There is no end to the excuses these 
two incompetent place hunters have put forward to cover 
their incapacity to bring in the new Food and Drugs Bill. 
On May 23rd, in reply to Mr. Rickett, who asked whether 
the President of the Local Government Board anticipated 
the introduction this Session of a Bill dealing with the 
adulteration of food and drugs, Mr. Chaplin said, ‘‘ There 


are similar questions on the paper, addressed to me and the 


First Lord of the Treasury, in the names of the member 
for Devonport and the member for Hampshire. Perhaps I 
may reply to them at the same time by saying that I hope 
to introduce a Bill upon the subject shortly.” 

The truth is Mr. Chaplin and his satellite, the ex- 
temperance orator, are in a fearful funk over the question. 
If they bring in a measure they will expose their ignorance; 


_ therefore they lie low, stick to their offices and fat salaries, 
and pose as statesmen. © 


_ As neither of them possesses sufficient knowledge to 


draft a bill, why do they not ask Mr. Kearley’s permission 


to adopt his measure? Mr. Kearley is a practical man, 
who knows the Food and Drugs Act better than any man 
in the House of Commons. Five minutes of his knowledge 
and common sense on the adulteration question would be 
worth a century of all the efforts of persons like the 
Chaplins and Russells; but, under our wretched party 
Government system, fitness for duties is the last thing 
considered. 


s 


ABERDEEN AFFO%DS £17 1s Od. PER YEAR FOR 
ANALYSES !!! 


Tue Aberdeen Town Council, it is said, have graciously 
agreed to the reappointment of a gentleman as public 
analyst at the same remuneration as was fixed at the date 
of his appointment in May, 1897, and that application be 
made to the Board of Agriculture to confirm the 
appointment. 

It was stated that the fees paid to the analyst during 


the year amounted to £17 1s., as compared with £50, 


which had been the remuneration paid to Dr. Aitken. 

This, somehow, reminds us of a newly-married one who 
enthused over his acquired happiness to a bachelor friend. 
Said he, out loud, “When I was single I was as miserable 
as a shot dog. I married for sympathy.” ‘The listener 
replied, “You have mine.” The late analyst may have been 
afraid that emoluments beyond the dreams of avarice might 


_ render him lucre-proud. His successor may, like ‘‘ Pooh 


Bah,” take the £17 1s. as an insult. Both have our 
sympathy (the Aberdeen public included) if it be the fact 
that Aberdeen so pays its officials. But it seems hardly 
possible that any city could so disgrace itself ! 


BUTTER DIRECT FROM GRASS WITHOUT THE COW. 


WE have to admit that the following strange discovery 
is beyond our belief. We give it for what it is worth. Ze 
Dairy World, of Chicago, is responsible for the statement 
that Williard G. Day, of Baltimore, comes to the front and 
into fame by stating that he has perfected a process for 














turning grass into best dairy butter without the intermedia: 
tion of the cow. Mr. Day says he intends to use electricity 
as the chief agent in the production of butter directly from. 
the vegetables which form the food of cattle whose milk is 
used in the churn. The inventor says he discovered 
first that the peculiar 
ent varieties of butter, 
were owing to general causes. One was the kind of food 
on which the cow was fed; the other was the kind ot 
microbe nourished at and by the roots of the plant whi ch 
furnished the food to the cow. Knowing these two 
secrets, Mr. Day began his work, which consisted " of 
extracting and then assembling artificially the same pro- 
ducts which are usually brought about by nature. He says 
he succeeded in producing from the vegetable kingdom oils 
which differed very slightly from those of the animal 
kingdom. Having gone this far, the next step was’ to 
change the vegetable oil by giving it the'same chemical 
constitution as that possessed by the animal article desired ; 

in other words, to make the animal butter out of grass, 
corn, and similar vegetable substances. 

The Day process is also applied to the flesh of animals 
as well as of fish, crabs, oysters, fruit and vegetables. Mr. 
Day found that he could make fresh meat as rigid and 
hard as wood. It could then be pulverised into powder 
and this, when put in water, would swell up, and when | 
cooked would have the substance and good quality of fresh 
meat. The electric curing process reduced four pounds of 
meat to one pound. It could be transported anywhere 
and would keep in any climate. Then by adding water, 
the requisite amount, the article would be ready to be 
cooked and served up, thus furnishing an ideal meat, 
as to which “ digestion waits on appetite, and health on 
both.” In testing, Mr. Day found that meats could be 
cured in large and small pieces ; in fact, that by the suitable 
exposure to the electric light bodies of any size might be 
first disinfected from all microbes and then preserved in- | 
definitely. No matter what the germ might be, the 
inventor found that powerful light was fatal to it. By 
extending the range of his process, Mr. Day found that 
fruits and vegetables could either be preserved very 
nearly in their natural condition and size, or they could 
be made dry and hard as wood, reduced in_ size 
and weight, then ground to powder, and afterwards 
restored again to a food-form by supplying moisture. 


cheese, and so forth, | 


THE INGENUOUS DR. MORITZ ON BEER MATERIALS. 


Dr. Moritz, scientific adviser to the Country Brewers’ 
Society, continued his evidence before the Beer Materials 
Departmental Committee, at their nineteenth meeting at 
Abingdon Street, Westminster, over which the Earl of 
Pembroke and Montgomery presided. He stated that hop 
substitutes were not used in any of the breweries with which 
he was connected. Substitutes were used to some extent 
in the year of the hop famine, in 1880 and 1881, but since 
then he had never known any hop substitutes used. The 
substitutes used on that occasion were gentian, camomile 
quassia, or mixtures of them. If the brewers could 
get hops at a reasonable price they .would always 
prefer to use them rather than anything else. Hops 
had a preservative influence on beer that substitutes 


had not, and that was partly—probably principally— 
the reason why brewers would not use those things 
when they got hops at anything like a _ reasonable 


characteristic traits of differ- 
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_ price. | 


He was of opinion that the German malt made for 
their particular character of brewing was not usable in our 
mode of. brewing, and be might add to that that a German 


brewer who was over here some time ago was so pleased 
with what he saw of English malt that he now gets consign- 


ments of English-made malt sent over to him to Germany. 


ig Besides the Country Brewers’ Society, there was Brewers’ 


" 
» 


- months. 


Hall—London Brewers. He had been a patentee of a 
substitute, but he had no interest in any. The only substitute 
he patented was practically a failure. Hops were rather more 


expensive this year than they had been for many years past. 
They had been as lowas 50s.; 


they were now about £6 ros. 
They had gone up very much in the last three or four 
It was rather a mystery to him to see in some 


_ brewers’ newspapers hop substitutes still advertised so 


latgely. He did not know any brewer who used them ; he 
could only imagine they were used by manufacturers of 
“home brewed” ale. His experience was that the con- 
sumer in a tied-house got better value with regard to beer 
than the consumer in a free house. Bass and Allsopp were 
doing a very large trade before they bought houses in 
different parts of the country for the sale of their draught 
beer. We do not need to say anything about this evidence. 
We knew Dr. Moritz would say it, and we are not 
surprised. Our only wonder is that even a beer materials 
committee could listen to it. 


THE NEW SURVEYOR OF ST. MARTIN’S IN 
THE FIELDS. 


THE Vestry Hall, Islington, was the scene of a presenta- 
tion on May roth, to Mr. George Green, who has resigned 


his position in the Islington surveyor’s department to take 


the post of surveyor to St. Martin’s in the Fields Vestry. 
Mr. Green’s colleagues presented him with a service of 
plate, and an illuminated album of charming designs by 
Kate Ashley. On behalf of the Islington Vestry staff, Mr. 
Dewey, vestry clerk; Mr. Trower, treasurer; Dr. Harris, 
medical officer ; and Mr. Barbar, surveyor to the Islington 
Vestry, spoke in high praise of Mr. Green’s abilities and 
good qualities, and the applause which accompanied the 
presentation testified eloquently to the good and loyal 
fellowship existing amongst the whole of the vestry 
employées. A very enjoyable concert by members of the 
staff concluded a function which could not fail to be very 
gratifying to Mr. Green. 


A COOL AND EXCEEDINGLY CHILDLIKE REQUEST 
RE MILK. 


THE Public Health Committee of Cork recently received 
a letter, complaining of the hardship they were labouring 
under through the system adopted by the inspectors of Food 
and Drugs in taking samples of milk for analysis. Unfor- 
tunately for them, they were compelled to have their cows 
milked at unequal hours in order to meet their engagements 
and contracts with the citizens of Cork, viz., at 6 a.m. and 
3 p-m. Consequently the morning’s milk was poorer in 
quality than the evening’s, through the unequal hours of 
milking. ‘The inspectors took their milk in the morning 
and never took the evening’s milk, which was a great in- 
justice to them owing to the difference in quality. They 


trusted that the Committee would instruct their inspectors 
when taking samples of milk to take the morning’s and 
evening’s, and if the average was not up to the required 
standard then there must be fraud, and a penalty could be — 
inflicted accordingly. . 
The City Analyst (Mr. D. J. O’ Mahony) said it was an | 


exceedingly cool request and extremely childlike. If a man | 
knew that both the morning’s and evening’s milk would be © 
taken, well, he was only human nature, and what would he 
do? He would have a double dose of cream in the 
evening. ‘The question had been decided by the Somerset 
House authorities, who had gone to a good deal of trouble 
to find out the quality of the mixed milk of a herd of cows, 
and they had adopted what was admitted by all concerned 
with the milk industry to be a ridiculously low standard. 

It was decided to refuse to accede to the application. 


j 
1 


A NEW ARMY RATION. 


A Paris correspondent writes that the food supply of 
the French soldiers, although it has been much improved 
during the last ten years, is far from perfect, above all in the 
supplies for the reserve. Dr. Barré has manufactured a 
new biscuit, which he proposes should be used in time of 
war. It is made by adding fresh gluten in the proportion 
of thirty-three parts of gluten to 100 of wheat flour, and a 
small quantity of fat. The bread is dried in the oven, then 
broken, and the crumbs resulting from this operation are 
made in the shape of a biscuit by means of a hydraulic 
press, a small quantity of sugar syrup being added to make 
the biscuit of a proper consistency. The Academy of 
Medicine is of opinion that the gluten biscuit should not 
only be used in time of war, but should also be a regular 
article of consumption for the reserve forces. 


CALVERT’S DISINFECTANTS. 


THE action of F. C. Calvert and Co. v. D. Calvert and 
Co. was heard before Mr. Justice Bigham, on Tuesday last, 
in the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 
The action was brought for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant, David Calvert, of Calvert Avenue, Shoreditch, 
from passing off his goods as and for those of the plaintiff’s. 
The plaintiff’s firm was established in 1859 by Mr. F. Crace 
Calvert, a chemist, of Manchester, who introduced the use 
of carbolic acid as a disinfectant, and their goods were now 
known all over the world as “ Calvert’s.” The defendant 
had. lately started in business, and plaintiff alleged that he 
used the word ‘‘ Calvert” in such a way as to be likely to 
deceive. For instance, he had copied the words, ‘‘ strongly 
recommended by the medical profession.” During the 
examination of the first witness his lordship interposed, and 
suggested that the parties might very well come to terms. 
The defendant had aright to trade in his own name so long 
as he did not pass off his goods as, and for, those of the 
plaintiff’s.—On behalf of the defendant an undertaking was 
at once offered that he would only trade as ‘“ David 
Calvert,” dropping the ‘and Co.”—This undertaking was 
accepted, and it was arranged that neither party should 
advertise the fact that an undertaking had been given.—His 
lordship made no order in the action. 
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THE CENTRAL AND ASSOCIATED CHAMBERS OF 
AGRICULTURE AND ADULTERATION. 





THE following report, dated May, 1898, respecting the 
deputation to Mr. Chaplin, has been published : 


1. Your committee have to report that the deputation to 
the President of the Local Government Board on the 3rd 
inst. was very largely attended, and thoroughly represen- 
tative of British and Irish agriculturists. 

2. Your committee, while expressing their appreciation 
of the consideration given by Mr. Chaplin to the views laid 
before him, regret that his reply was in many respects 
disappointing. The points referred to by Lord Wenlock, 
as Chairman of the Central Chamber in introducing the 





deputation, by the chairman of your committee, and by 
the other speakers were those set out in the report of your 
committee, dated April 4, 1898. 

3. With regard to the delay in introducing the Bill 
“for preventing the Adulteration of Drugs and Foods,” 
referred to in the Queen’s Speech, Mr. Chaplin, while 
pointing out that the promise to introduce it was “ distinctly 
conditional,” said, “I see no reason to despair of my being 
able to introduce and make progress with the measure. 
whatever the measure may be, during the present Session.” 
Inasmuch as it is now four years since the Select Committee 
on Food Products Adulteration was appointed, andnearly two 
years since it reported, your committee hope that this 
intimation by Mr. Chaplin signifies a determination on the 
part of the Government to introduce and press forward a 
satisfactory measure without further delay. 

4. As regards the importation of foreign milk, Mr. 
Chaplin quoted some figures tending to show that the 
trade has as yet reached only small dimensions, but he 
stated that if it continued some further action would 
probably be necessary on the part of his Department. He 
mentioned that he had already made arrangements for the 
examination of samples of foreign milk to be carried out 
directly by a very eminent authority. Mr. Chaplin further 
remarked that in the case of foreign milk we cannot ensure 
precautions being observed with regard to sanitary con- 
ditions or otherwise as we can in the United Kingdom, 
and he added : 

“ How this difficulty should be met, and whether it 
should be met by the entire prohibition of the importation 
of foreign milk, for which I think there is a good deal to be 
said, or whether it should be by a more rigid method of 
inspection, or by other means, are questions for considera- 
tion on which I must reserve my opinion for the present ; 
but it is a matter which I frankly acknowledge to you, on 
the grounds of public health alone, demands, and will 
receive, I can assure you, the serious attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government.” 

Your committee accept this assurance with satisfaction. 
They would, however, point out that the British farmer is 
subjected to numerous regulations in the interests of the 
public health, which he does not escape because his milk is 
pure ; and further, that the taking of samples at the ports, 
unless the bulk were detained. pending the result of the 
analysis, would not prevent the distribution and consump- 
tion of milk which might contain germs of disease or 
injurious preservatives. 

5. In reference to the suggestion for the establishment 
of a Court of Reference for fixing standards of purity and 
quality, your committee are not able quite to follow the 
allusions made by Mr. Chaplin to the attitude of the Select 
Committee. The following quotations show the view of 
that committee : 

“It appears to your committee that it would greatly 
facilitate the working of the laws as to the adulteration of 
food, and also serve the interests of traders, if standards 
or definitions of food were promulgated by competent 
authority.” (Report p. xvii.) 

‘‘Vour committee do not desire to pronounce a positive 
opinion either for or against the expediency of setting up 
food standards generally. Your committee think 
that the question of fixing food standards should receive the 
consideration of a specially constituted scientific body 
familiar with questions of analysis and the chemistry of 
ood, and they recommended that such a body should be 
established.” (Report p. xviii.) 
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| After discussing the functions and constitution of the 
proposed Board, the committee recommend “that the 
Court of Reference should take the form of a Standing 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of 
Trade.” (Report p. xx.), and their specific recommendation 
at the conclusion of their report is : 

“‘That an authority should be constituted who should 
act as a Court of Reference upon scientific and other 
questions arising under the Acts, and who should be 
empowered at their discretion to prescribe standards and 
limits of the quality and purity of food.” (Recommenda- 
tion 19, report p. xlii.) 

_ 6. Your committee are not pledged to endorse in every 
detail the findings of the Select Committee. They do not 
necessarily accept the suggestion that the Board of Trade 
should appoint the Court of Reference, nor do they accept 
as final the suggestions made as to the “ personnel” of the 
Court. They adhere, however, to the proposal that a 
Court of Reference should be established, and if an Act of 
Parliament is not required the delay in its appointment 
appears to be the less excusable. 

7. Mr. Chaplin gave the deputation no encouragement 
whatever with regard to the proposals for the prohibition of 
the artificial colouring of margarine to resemble or imitate 
butter, and of the mixture of margarine and butter for sale. 
He stated that it had been alleged, firstly, that the adoption 
of these proposals would “practically destroy”’ the mar- 
garine trade; and, secondly, that “the colour of margarine 
varies, like butter varies, in different seasons of the year,” 
and that consequently, if that step were taken the object of 
the deputation would not be accomplished. Mr. Chaplin 
gave no reasons for the statement that the destruction of the 
margarine trade would follow the adoption of these pro- 
posals beyond the fact that those who are interested in the 
manufacture of margarine made that prediction. It may 
be remembered that similar predictions were made when 
it was proposed to prohibit the use of the word ‘“‘ butterine,” 
and to substitute the word ‘“‘ margarine.’’ No evidence has 
been produced to show that the prohibition of the artificial 
colouring of margarine has had the effect of destroying the 
trade in those countries (such as France, Denmark, Italy, 
and some States of America) where it has been adopted by 
law. It seems to your committee that if it be true that the 
natural colour of margarine varies in the same way as the 
natural colour of butter, it is still more difficult to under- 
stand how the trade would be destroyed by the prohibition 
of artificial colouring. 

8. With regard to the examination of imported dairy 
produce, Mr. Chaplin’s reply was more satisfactory. He 
said: ‘‘I have gone very carefully into this question. I 
have been in frequent communication with the Board of 
Customs and the Board of Agriculture, and I am sanguine 
that I shall be able to make proposals which will effectually 
check adulteration at the ports of entry.” 

Your committee, while welcoming this assurance, 
endorse Mr. Chaplin’s remark that this in ‘itself is not 
sufficient for the purpose in view, and that “‘ we must have 
more efficient inspection and administration of the law at 
home.” They venture to add that a more effective law is 
required, and in this belief they regret that Mr. Chaplin 
does not appear to be able to accept the recommendations 
of the Select Committee which inquired into the whole 
subject with so much care and thoroughness. 

g. Your committee have to note the letter written to 
The Times of May 5, by Mr. Chaplin, in which stress is 
laid on the fact that the deputation asking for legislation 
affecting every article of food. Your committee have 
never professed to be interested in, or express an opinion 
with regard to, any articles of food not comprised in the 
category of “Dairy Products.” It may be remembered 
that they asked in March, 1894, for a Select Committee to 
enquire into “the whole question of the adulteration of 
dairy produce,” and it was not at their instance that the 
reference to the committee was enlarged. They have 
accepted the recommendations of the Select Committee as 
a basis for legislation, and have referred only to those 
recommendations upon which they, and agriculturists 










~ generally, have a claim to be heard. ‘The Chairman of the 


Central Chamber has already publicly given an assurance 
that if it is thought preferable to introduce a Bill embody- 
ing only those recommendations which affect dairy 
products, agriculturists would cheerfully acquiesce, and this 
assurance your committee cordially endorse. 


SOMERSET HOUSE AND BEER SWINDLES. 
WorK SHIRKING SUPPORTS THE FRAUD. 


At the last meeting of the Departmental Committee 
appointed to inquire into the ingredients used in the 
manufacture of beer there were present the Earl of Pem- 
broke and Montgomery, in the chair, Dr. James Bell, Sir 
J. H. Gilbert, Mr. H. W. Primrose, Mr. Clare Sewell Read, 
and Mr. T. Llewellyn Davies, secretary. The evidence of 
the scientific adviser to the Country Brewers’ Society having 
terminated, at the last sitting, Mr. John Steele was recalled 
and gave further evidence from the revenue standpoint. 
He said the revenue officer was expected to concentrate his 
attention on the means of securing the safety of the 
revenue, but at the same time he was not to coun- 
tenance the use of any substance of a poisonous or of a 
seriously deleterious nature. It was, of course, to the 
brewer’s interest to help the revenue officer in bringing 
the diluter of beer to punishment. The beer duty was 2d 
and a fraction per gallon; the value of that beer to the’ 
brewer might be rod. per gallon, so that when a gallon of 
water was put in it robbed the brewer of 1od., but it only 
robbed the revenue of 2d. and a fraction. Personally, he 
had not heard of any instance in which a consumer ever 
asked at the bar of a public-house for a beer made from 
malt and hops only. The brewer might blend his beers 
and mix them with water so long as they were in course of 
manufacture. He might mix them with his “ returned 
beers,” by which he meant beers that. had got sour 
or out of condition with his customers. These were 
always returned to the brewer, and they had to 
be worked up. They would not allow him to’ work 
them up in his ordinary trade plant, in his fermenting 
vessels; he must work them up in his stores, where 
he cleansed his beers. It had never been seriously argued 
that the beers now made by the general run of brewers 
were not wholesome. It was certain that beer made by 
licensed brewers was superior to any so-called “ home- 
brewed ” prepared by private brewers, such as farmers, house- 
holders, and labourers. This statement found confirmation 
in the reduction, year by year, that was seen in the number 
of people who brewed their own beer, notwithstanding 
the light revenue conditions imposed. Zhe additional 
interference with brewers to be carried out by the agency 
of officers would be most unpopular with the brewers 
and lead to seriously increased expense for supervision by has 
department without, in his opinion, being effective in securing 
the end aimedat. With respect to foreign imported 
barley, the brewers now used from 25 to 30 per cent. of bar- 
ley imported—all foreign barley. In his opinion it would be 
exceedingly objectionable to disclose information with re- 
gard to individual brewing sheets. His department would 
certainly take notice of such things as coculus indicus in 
beer, or any poisonous substance, and would not allow it ; 
otherwise they took no cognisance of a substitute for hops, 
for the simple reason that there was a duty on hops; 
neither did they take cognisance of a substitute for malt. 
Undoubtedly every pound on the price of hops would 
increase the quality of hop substitutes used. The way that 
brewers made sour beer into sweet beer without re-brewing 
it was that it was sterilised by heating before it was mixed 
off with beer, but in many cases it was mixed off 
with fresh porter or fresh-stout. If substitutes were pro- 
hibited he had not the least doubt that it would be a large 
benefit to the foreign farmer—much larger than to the 
English farmer. Since the repeal of the malt tax the Inland 
Revenue did not trouble itself about malting at all—The 
committee again adjourned. 
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THE ADULTERATION ACT BURKED. 


Apart from Mr. Goschen’s supplementary estimate the 
Ministerial Whips anticipate that the rest of the session will 
be decidedly quiet, and that prorogation may take place as 
early as July. The Western Mercury says: Only the 
London Municipalities Bill will be brought in, the Food 
Adulteration Bill, which was looked upon as a certainty for 
this season, being postponed. ‘The choice between the two 
bills will hardly commend itself to the provincial electorates. 
The introduction of the London Muncipalities Bill is only a 
piece of useless bravado, which is needed nowhere ; but the 
Adulteration measure, if passed into law, would be of 
general benefit to the country. Over a dozen bills are 
__ expected to be slaughtered at the end of the session, 
including the Home Secretary’s measure for the forcible 
detention of habitual inebriates. 


DR. A. HILL, M.0.H., BIRMINGHAM, ON FORMIC 
ALDEHYDE IN MILK. 


IN a report just issued on adulteration, in Birmingham, 
Dr. Hill says: “Formic aldehyde, a comparatively new 
form of preservative, was present in thirteen samples of 
milk. In three cases the vendor was cautioned, in the 
other ten cases no action was taken. Although only a very 
small proportion of formic aldehyde is added to milk asa 
preservative, I consider its addition to be an adulteration, 
because it is a substance which has not been proved to be 
free from injury to the health of the consumer, and which, 
moreover, being foreign to milk, renders it, in the words of 
the Food and Drugs Act, ‘not of the nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded.’ When milk is asked 
for by a purchaser, milk free from preservatives is required, 
and a vendor has no right to supply an article containing 
them unless the consumer is informed of their presence. 

“Tt might be expected that the use of preservatives 
would be confined to the warm summer months, when milk 
is more prone to decomposition ; but boric acid or formic 
aldehyde was detected in five milks bought in October, in 
three bought in November, and in four bought in December. 
Probably, therefore, if the addition of preservatives were 
legalised, they would be commonly employed for milk not 
merely in the warm weather, but all the year round.” 


EXPERIMENTS AS TO THE DISINFECTING POWERS OF 
FORMIC ALDEHYDE, AS EVOLVED FROM AN AL- 
FORMANT LAMP, COMPARED WITH SULPHUR 
DIOXIDE. 

By A. WYNTER BiytH (M.O.H. St. MARYLEBONE). 


In the March Report, 1897, there will be found some 
rather elaborate experiments as to the disinfecting powers 
of formic aldehyde. Excellent results were obtained from 
the evolution of a large quantity of the gas in a small room 
from an autoclave. The Sanitary Committee, however, 
objected to the weight of the apparatus and to its expense ; 
hence that particular form of appliance was not adopted. 

The Alformant lamp is light, portable, and cheap. 
Paraform tablets are placed in a little brass cup, supported 
over a lamp, charged with metbyl alcohol.. On lighting the 
lamp, the paraform tablets are converted mainly into formic 
aldehyde gas. Various experiments have been published 
showing, apparently, its efficacy. The writer was, there- 
fore, strongly prejudiced in its favour, and trusted that this 
was a simple means of fumigation by formic aldehyde. It, 
therefore, appeared desirable to make an independent 
investigation. 

A culture of the diphtheria bacillus was prepared by 
Mr. Meredith Blyth, B.Sc.Lond., in broth, in a well-known 
bacteriological laboratory. A number of squares of flannel 
were sterilised by boiling, then drying. Each square was 
saturated with the diphtheria culture, placed under a shade 
over calcium chloride until thoroughly dry (sixty hours). 














The two top rooms of the shelter, each about 800 cubic 
feet capacity, in which the former experiments had been 
conducted, were again used. Some of the squares of 
flannel were placed in glass test-tubes plugged with cotton 
wool, each test-tube having five to six large holes blown out 
(by a blow-pipe) in the walls. Other pieces of infected 
flannel were hung on the walls by tacks. 

In the one room, two cylinders of sulphur dioxide were 
discharged. In the other room, the Alformant lamp, 
charged with pure methyl alcohol and 15 tablets of paraform 
(double the number recommended by the inventors), and 
the lamp lit. The rooms were now both sealed in the 
usual way and allowed to remain for twenty-four hours. On 
opening the aldehyde room the lamp was found to be still 
burning, but the whole of the tablets had evaporated ; 
there was but a faint odour of the gas. The sulphur room, 
on the contrary, smelled strongly of sulphur dioxide. 

The several pieces of flannel were handed to Mr. 
Meredith Blyth, who carefully cultivated them in the 
Bacteriological Laboratory before alluded to, with the 
following results :— 


A + sign signifies growth, a minus — sign, no growth. 


FORMALDEHYDE : SULPHUR DIOXIDE: 
1. Tube in fireplace, wrapped 1. Tube in left-hand 
in blanket bed, wrapped in 
blanket - 


2. Tube in bed (right- 


2. Tube on floor, wrapped 
hand), wrapped in — 


in rug te 


blanket 
3. Tube at top of window, 3. Tube on mantelpiece, 
wrapped in paper + in blanket — 


Not ENCLOSED IN TUBE. 
4. One foot from ceiling + 

4. One foot from floor - 

(3) A tube (not covered) 
on table, close to gas 
cylinders + 

The results are, therefore, that the sulphur disinfected 
four out of six, the aldehyde only one out of five. 

Since there can be no manner of doubt that excess 
of formic aldehyde gas is superior to sulphur, the failure of 
the lamp appears to be due to the insufficient quantity of 
tablets it holds. If the lamp is modified, so as to contain 
a much larger quantity of paraform, different results might 
have been obtained. 

As the case stands, formic aldehyde, evolved by the 
present form of lamp, cannot be recommended.—JZaryle 
bone Chronicle. 


Not ENCLOSED IN TUBES. 
4. One foot from ceiling 
5. One foot from floor 


+ 
Controls juste 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Askeaton Petty Sessions, before Hon. Mr. French 
R.M., Sergeant Kennedy, Inspector of Food and Drugs, 
had Thomas Naughton, of Askeaton, summoned for hav- 
ing, on the 6th May last, sold to the prejudice of the com- 
plainant as purchaser an article of food, to wit, seven 
glasses of whisky, which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded, but was an adulterated 
article, being 59 degrees under proof, and contrary to the 
provisions of 38 and 39 Vic., chap. 63, sec. 6, and 42 and 
43 Vic., chap. 30. 

Sergeant Kennedy, on being sworn, deposed that on 
the 6th inst. he purchased at the defendant’s premises, 
Askeaton, seven glasses of whisky for analysis. He divided 
it into three parts, giving one to defendant, sending one to 
the public analyst, and retaining one for himself. The 
certificate of Sir Charles Cameron, which the sergeant 
handed up to the bench, stated that the whisky was 
59 degrees under proof, and therefore an adulterated 
article. It consisted of 54°67 parts of whisky, 25 degrees 
under proof, and 45°33 parts of water—1oo parts. It 
was therefore adulterated with 45°33 per cent. of water. 
The certificate further stated that it was the weakest whisky 
ever sent to him for analysis. 

Defendant was fined in a sum of £5 and costs, the con- 
viction to be recorded on the licence, Mr French remarking 
that it was one of the worst cases Of its kind ever coming 
before him, 
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BUTTER. so, but had run short of labels, having that day thrown 


At Loughborough, Thomas Sperry, grocer, was charged? 


under the Food and Drugs Act with selling adulterated 
butter, at Loughborough, on May 7th. Mr. G. Rowlatt, of 
Leicester, prosecuted on behalf of the county authorities, 
and stated that there were two summonses relating to the 
offence. One was for exposing margarine for sale without 
having a label attached, and the other was for selling a 
mixture as butter which contained but 27°65 per cent. of 
butter fat. The defendant carried on business as the Cash 
Grocery Stores, Nottingham Road, and had previously been 
employed in a similar business in Loughborough as an 
assistant. Mr. Rowlatt said, therefore, no excuse existed, 
as the defendant must have known the requirements of the 
Act. Deputy Chief Constable Smith said he visited the 
defendant’s shop on the date named, and purchased what 
purported to be half a pound of fresh butter, paying at the 
rate of 10d. per lb. Witness told the defendant that it was 
for the purpose of analysis. The article was sold as 
“French butter,” and was not labelled as “ Margarine.” 
Defendant pleaded guilty, and was fined £3. 





MARGARINE. 


AT Kingstown, on June 2nd, Margaret Brophy, matron, 
and Mr. T. Willson Fair, secretary of the Coffee Palace, 
Lower George’s Street, Kingstown, were prosecuted by the 
Kingstown Town Commissioners for selling margarine as 
butter. Mr. Gerald Byrne represented the Commissioners. 
Mr. Riley deposed that he was the Inspector of Weights 
and Measures in Kingstown. He went into defendants’ 
premises and asked for some butter, for which he paid gd. 
He told Miss Brophy that he intended to have the butter 
analysed, and divided the amount into three customary 
portions. Sir Charles Cameron’s certificate showed that 
the article sold to him as butter was composed entirely of 
foreign fats. Miss Brophy, examined, stated that she 
purchased the article as butter froma man who came to the 
establishment, and this was corroborated by her assistant. 
Mr. Fair assured his worship that nothing like an intention 
to do wrong existed in the case, and Mr. Carton expressed 
himself thoroughly satisfied on that point. A fine of tos. 
was imposed in each summons, or £1 in all. 

At Swansea Police Court, F. J. West, grocer, Carmarthen 
Road, was charged with exposing margarine for sale without 
a label. Mr. Lambert, an inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, stated that he entered Mr. West’s shop and 
asked for some of that butter, pointing to a box that 
appeared to contain butter. The assistant told him that it 
was margarine, and, after procuring a wrapper, sold him 
some as such. He pointed out that defendant had com- 
mitted an offence against the Act by omitting to label the 
margarine. Defendant said he was in the habit of doing 


away the last because it was dirty. A fine of 4os., including 
costs, was imposed. 

Ar Bristol, on June 3rd, Robert Stephens, grocer, 
of 3, Wrington Buildings, North Street, Bedminster, 
was summoned for selling margarine as butter, and 
also for failing to enclose it in a wrapper durably 
marked “‘ Margarine.” Mr. E. J. Taylor prosecuted. Mrs. 
Holt proved purchasing the article at the instance of 
Mr. Simpson, the inspector under the Act. She asked 
for half a pound of ts, fresh butter, and was served 
by a young woman, who took the article from under- | 
neath the counter. The purchase was handed to witness 
in a wrapper, and witness handed the parcel to Mr. Simpson, 
who entered the shop at this moment. Subsequently de- 
fendant’s wife came into the shop and asked the young 
woman where she had served Mrs. Holt from, and the 
reply was “from under the counter.” To this Mrs. Stephens 
said, ‘‘ Why, that’s margarine ; why don’t you call me when 
strangers come into the shop.”—-Mr. Simpson produced the 
public analyst’s report of the article that Mrs. Holt was 
served with, and this showed that it was margarine.—Mr. 
Watson who defended, submitted that there was absolutely 
no intention to sell margarine as butter.—The Bench im- 
posed a fine of £2, including costs. 

At Ormskirk, on June 3rd, William Ashton, 
Burscough, was summoned under the Margarine Act, 
Inspector Perkinson stating that the maximum penalty 
applying to the case was £20. He purchased at 
defendant’s shop #lb. of an unlabelled article resembling 
butter, and sold at rod. per lb. The woman who served 
him said she had ordered a new label, but it had not been 
delivered. The analysis showed that the article bought 
contained 8 per cent. of water and 80 per cent. of fats 
other than butter, and therefore was not worth more than 
3d. per lb. Defendant said the label ‘‘ Margarine” had 
accidently got behind the counter, or it would have been 
displayed, and thus prevented the mistake. Fined the 
mitigated penalty of 4o0s., costs, and fee. 


MILK. 


At the Brentford Police Court on June znd, George 
Arthur Dowse, of the Callow Park Dairy, Church Road, 
Acton, was summoned by Mr. Walter Tyler, inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, for selling adulterated milk which 
contained 14 per cent. of added water.—The defendant did 
not appear, and a warrant was ordered to be issued. 

CHARLES Dowse, of the Callow Park Dairy, Acton, 
was summoned at Brentford on June 3rd, for having sold 
milk which was adulterated with water to the extent of 
fourteen per cent.—Inspector Tyler, who proved taking the 
sample, said he had probably taken more samples from Mr. 
Dowse than from any other milkman in the district ; and 
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hitherto they had all turned out good.—Mr. Stephens, 


who defended, said he was prepared to call the manager of 


_ the dairy at Acton, who would swear that the milk was sold 


as received from the farm without being tampered with. Mr. 


- Dowse had a warranty of purity delivered with all his milk, 


but unfortunately on the morning in question he had milk 
from three farms, and it was impossible to tell from which 
churn of milk the sample was taken.—The Chairman 
remarked that fourteen per cent. of added water was a 
heavy amount. The defendant must pay a fine of 42 and 
costs, which the Bench hoped, however, he would be able 
to recover from the guarantor. 


Poor MILK IN GLASGow, 


SHERIFF Boyp disposed of the following cases under 
the Food and Drugs Act in his Chambers, County Buildings, 
on May 31st. Mr. John Lindsay prosecuted. Mrs. 
Elizabeth Moore, 5, Springfield Road, admitted having 
sold a pennyworth of sweet milk on April 7th to an 


_ inspector which was deficient in cream to the extent of ro 


per cent. Mr. Oatts, who represented Mrs. Moore, stated 
in explanation that at the time the inspector called the can 
out of which he was served was nearly exhausted. As was 
well known, the contents so remaining were always 
less rich than when the can was full, and it was thus 
that the deficient quality of the milk supplied to the 
inspector was explained. Mr. Lindsay said that all 
that was necessary in the circumstances described was 
tostirthe milk up. The Sheriff imposed a restricted penalty 
of £3. James Jackson, farmer, Carolside Farm, Busby, 
was charged with delivering to the Kinning Park Co- 
operative Society, Limited, at 418, Cathcart Road, 
Govanhill, sweet and skim milk to which water had been 
added. Samples of the milk had been forwarded by the 
company to inspectors, who intercepted defender’s cart, 
and these were found to contain 12 to 20 per cent. of 
added water in the case of the sweet milk, and 8 to 15 per 
cent. in the case of the skim. The respondent said the 
only explanation he could offer was that the servant girls, 
without his knowledge, were in the habit of rinsing their 
luggies with water, and emptying the rinsings into the milk. 
Mr. Lindsay asked the Sheriff to impose the full penalty 
of £20 for each of the seven offences. The Sheriff said 
it was a very mean thing for the respondent to 
endeavour to shelter himself behind his servants, and, 
adding that it was a very bad case, imposed a fine 
of £5 for each offence, or £35 in all. Ann Vallance, 
dairy-keeper, 83, Reid Street, Bridgeton, was fined £4 for 
selling sweet milk that was deficient in fat to the extent of 
48 per cent. Mary Protree, dairy-keeper, 8, Garwald 
Street, Bridgeton, was fined £2 for a similar offence. The 
milk in that case was deficient in natural fat to the extent of 
20 per cent.—Mrs. Christina Jackson, dairy-keeper, 346, 
Gallowgate, denied having sold a pennyworth of sweet milk 
which was deficient in natural fat to the extent of 14 per 
cent. The Sheriff refused to accept the defence, and in 
respect that this was the second conviction, imposed a 
penalty of #6. ——George D. Currie, 43, Richard Street, 
Anderston, admitted having on April 6th, sold sweet milk 
deficient in natural fat to the extent of 24 per cent) He 
said he had only been in business since January, knew 
nothing about it, and was giving it up. He was fined £2. 











_ WHAT MAY RANK AS PURE MILK IN EDINBURGH. 


At a special sitting of Edinburgh City Police Court 
on June 2, Andrew Gavin, dairy-keeper, 114 Leith Street 
Terrace, pleaded guilty to a charge of having on the 4th 
of last month, sold twopenceworth of sweet milk to an 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, which was 
deprived of at least 16 per cent. of its natural fatty con- 
stituents. An agent explained that the sample sold con- 
tained some milk from a can which had stood for some 
hours, and which in being poured out had left the cream 











behind. Sheriff Maconochie said there was no standard 
fixed either by Act of Parliament or anybody else, and it 
had been proved in that Court that the Somerset ,House 
analysis had shown in undoubted cases that the fatty matter 
was very much less than in this case. There was, however, 
a plea of guilty, but he did not see the necessity of imposing 
a penalty. 


THE DUNFERMLINE MILK PROSECUTION. 


IN connection with the decision “not proven” in the 
prosecution of ths Dunfermline Co-operative Society for 
selling milk from which a portion of the natural fat was 
alleged to have been abstracted, Sheriff Gillespie was asked 
by the complainer (the chief sanitary inspector of the city) 
to state a case for the opinion of the High Court of 
Justiciary. The Sheriff refuses to state a case, in respect 
that his judgment involved no disputed’ question of law, 
In a note he says: ‘‘The milk was proved by the com- 
plainer’s analyst to contain 1°89 per cent. of fat. I con- 
sidered this so low a percentage as to throw upon the res- 
pondents the burden of rebutting the inference that there 
had been abstraction of fat. The evidence led by the 
respondents appeared to me sufficient for this purpose. 
I presume that the question which the complainer desires 
to raise is whether the above-mentioned inference was too 
strong to be rebutted by any evidence. I am humbly of 
opinion that this is not a question of law, and would not be 
entertained by the Court of Justiciary.” 


COFFEE. 


MARGARET JOHNSTON, grocer, Egremont, was summoned 
at Whitehaven on June 2nd for selling coffee adulterated 
with 45 per cent. of chicory, at Egremont, at 11.15 a.m. on 
May 13th. 

Mr. W. Dickinson appeared for the defendant. He 
said the defendant would plead guilty toa technical offence. 
She had carried on business for about ten years, but she 
kept no stock of groceries. She informed him that she had 
at no time more than #5 of groceries in the shop. She 
kept no stock of coffee, never having had more than two 
pounds in her possession. She had sold coffee on only 
one occasion previous to this, and that was only to oblige a 
customer. Defendant did not make out that she was a 
coffee seller, and when the inspector asked the defendant’s 
daughter to be supplied with coffee, they had great doubt 
as to whether or not they had the required amount. The 
defendant carried on the business of a fruiterer. 

Superintendent Kelly produced the analyst’s certificate 
showing that the amount of chicory in the coffee was at 
least 45 per cent 

Inspector Steele said he paid 1s. 15d. for threequarters 
of a pound. 

Defendant was ordered to pay the expenses of the case. 


BORACIC HAMS. 


At the Pontypridd Police Court on June rst, Mr. 
Enoch Rees, a grocer, of Gelli, Rhondda Valley, was sum- 
moned for selling adulterated hams, containing 6 per cent. 
of boracic acid. 

Mr. Allen prosecuted on behalf of the County Council, 


| and Mr. Abel Thomas, Q.C., M.P., appeared on behalf of 


Mr. A. J. Giles, secretary of the Grocers’ Federation. 

Alfred Loughor, a Welsh ham curer, of Llandaff, stated 
that it was necessary to use boracic acid in the curing of 
certain hams, but he did not use it in curing Welsh hams, 
as saltpetre was a better ingredient. 

Dr. Thomas Bond, F.R.C.S., Lecturer on Forensic 
Medicine and senior surgeon at Westminster Hospital, 
stated that he used boracie acid in surgical dressing, and 
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also administered it internally. The 6 per cent. of acid in 
the ham was not injurious to the human system. ; 

Dr. Bell, specialist, of Glasgow, said that for the last 
seventeen years his family and himself had, without inter- 
mission, been using milk and hams containing boracic acid 
without the slightest evidence of ill-effects. He had used 
the acid very extensively, and had given doses of ten grains 
three and four times a day, and he would not hesitate to 
give twenty grains. He thought it.would be a great loss to 
the public if the use of the acid were stopped. A milk 
cured ham was much more healthy than a salted one. 

The summons was dismissed. 


’ ADULTERATED LINSEED MEAL. 

A NUMBER of chandlers were summoned by the Cor- 
poration of Dublin, on June 2nd, for having sold linseed 
meal which was adulterated. In each case the meal was 

round linseed cake instead of the natural meal, which had 

een deprived of the essential oil. In one instance the 
ground cake had been adulterated with foreign matter. A 
fine of 5s. was imposed in each case, and Mr. Byrn warned 
the defendants that a much heavier fine wou!d be imposed 
in future; they were liable for each offence to a fine of 
420. The defendants stated that they had bought the 


article as linseed meal, and one of them produced the’ 


invoice. 


Mr. I. Rice prosecuted on behalf of the Cor- 
poration. 


THE “BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL” CONDEMNS QUACK- 
DRUGGING OF COCOA AND OTHER FOODS BY KOLA. 


In its issue of June 4th, Zhe British Medical Journal 
says: ‘There is a general consensus of opinion that the 
addition of active drugs belonging to the class of nervine 
stimulants to beverages and articles of dietary in ordinary 
domestic use is not for the benefit of the community, and 
is likely in time to produce a deterioration of the public 
health. It is not long since that we had occasion to con- 
demn in somewhat emphatic terms the indiscriminate use 
of wines containing cocaine or extract of coca, and we have 
reason to believe that our action in this matter was attended 
with beneficial results. Cocaine is the most typical example 
of that particular class of remedies to which we refer. The 
insidious production of cocainism by the unsuspected 
employment of this alkaloid is as serious as the 
induction of chronic alcoholism, and is less easily con- 
trolled. At the present moment we are beset by 
another danger arising from the addition of kola to certain 
articles of food. The kola or Java nut is the product of 
Sterculia acuminata, a tree indigenous to Western Africa, 
and cultivated in various tropical countries. It is largely 
employed as a stimulant to the nervous system, and like 
coca, is credited with marvellous sustaining powers, so that 
persons under its influence are temporarily enabled to 
endure great and protracted exertion and deprivation of 
food without suffering from fatigue or hunger. It is reason- 
able to suppose that a drug reputed to exert so decided an 
action on the animal economy is not without its dis- 
advantages, and that during the stage of reaction there 
is considerable depression of the vital powers. It is with 
drugs of this class that a habit of constant indulgence is 
most readily established, and the dangers of the prolonged 
use of cocaine and morphine, both of which are nervous 
stimulants, have long been recognised. Kola has been 
found on analysis to contain 2°13 per cent. of caffeine—a 
considerably larger quantity than is met with in the finest 
Mocha coffee. Caffeine is an alkaloid possessing a very 
decided physiological action. In frogs it induces violent 
tetanic convulsions, general paralysis, and death by asphyxia, 
whilst in man the symptoms are a sensation of heaviness in 
the head, flashes of light before the eyes, singing in the ears, 
loss of sleep, restlessness, and in large doses delirium. 
Caffeine is undoubtedly a useful drug when employed in 
suitable cases and in appropriate doses, but if taken habit- 
ually in large quantities, it is capable of inducing an un- 
desirable condition of over-stimulation of the nerve centres.” 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 




















DR. KLEIN ON BACTERIA. 


Dr. E. E. Kien, Lecturer on Physiology at St. Bartho- — 
lomew’s Hospital, gave a lecture—the first of two—in the 
Theatre of the Royal Institution, on Thursday afternoon, upon — 
“ Modern Methods and their Achievements in Bacteriology.” 
The lecture was illustrated with lantern demonstrations. 
Dr. Klein, in commencing, remarked that bacteria received 
that name in consequence of their rod-shaped form, as 
they were remarkable, not only for the variety of their form, 
but also for their rapid multiplication. An English postage 
stamp, which was seven-eighths of an inch long, and six- 
eighths of an inch in width, would carry 500,000,000 of the 
typoid bacillus ; and if the layer was the tenth part of an 
inch deep, there would be 2,000,000,000,000 upon it. 
Water that was to the eye perfectly clear and pure would, 
in a few days, teem with bacteria. If fifteen drops of 
bacteria were let fall into a cup of broth, they would — 
produce in twenty-four hours 80,000,000 of bacteria. There 
was a certain epidemic to which fowl were subject, and 
the blood of a diseased fow! teemed with a certain bacteria, 
so that every drop would produce 1,000,000 more. If the 
fiftieth part of a drop of the blood was transferred to a 
rabbit it would be dead in twenty hours, and the blood of 
the rabbit would contain 1,200,000,000 of bacteria. By 
the labour of bacteriologists it was possible now not only to 
cultivate bacteria, but also to define the various species 
characteristic of certain diseases. This study was only 
inaugurated in 1881-2 by Koch; but the value of the dis- 
covery at once became apparent. A new era was thus 
inaugurated, and many able men had been attracted to the 
study. So accurate had observers become that it was now 
possible to weigh bacteria. Jn illustration of this fact Dr. 
Klein mentioned that, of the Bacillus typhi abdominals, 
there were 122,000,000,000 in one gramme weight. The 
bacteriologist was able to detect one part of sewage, even if 
it was contained in 500,000 parts of water. The illustra- 


- tions thrown upon the screen exhibited the various processes 


followed for thé culture of bacteria, while the special forms 
of those associated with diphtheria, influenza, consumption, 
typhus fever, erysipelas, scarlatina, and the bubonic plague 
were also shown. Dr. Klein concluded by claiming that 
Dr. Koch, by his discovery of tuberculosis, had a right to 
rank with Jenner and with Lister. 


FOOD ADULTERATION. 


Sir Joun A. WIttox, M.P., writes in Zhe Times, May 
3rd: ‘Your columns have abundantly testified of late to 
the public interest felt in food adulteration and the pro- 
spects of legislation on the subject. You have reported 
numerous and conflicting deputations to Mr. Chaplin, 
President of the Local Government Board, and you have 
published many letters expressing divergent views, so that 
the public are becoming addlepated in the confusing con- 
troversy. I have no intention of contributing new elements 
of confusion, but would rather seek, with your permission, 
to clear away some of the irrelevant matter. There are 
some broad issues involved in the problem which are in 
danger of being obscured in the contentions of the dis- 
putants, who are now apparently narrowed down to two— 
namely, the advocates of the British farmer and the 
advocates of the margarine makers. I am neither an 
agriculturist nor a margarine maker, but as the representa- 
tive of a large industrial constituency I took an active part 
in the proceedings of the Select Committee with the sole 
desire to ascertain how wholesome and cheap food could 
be best assured to the people. 

“The first object to be kept in mind is that the people’s 
food shall be sound and wholesome. Adulteration is at 
once a fraud and an injury—a fraud on the pocket and an 
injury to health, The general tenor of the evidence 
adduced before the Select Committee showed conclusively 
that deleterious adulteration—z.e., directly injurious to 
health—is not now a serious evil and is little practised. 
The common food of the people is not deteriorated by 
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mischievous ingredients. Adulteration by sophistication, 
however, is a more common practice—namely, the mixing 
of an inferior article with a superior and selling the mixture 
vat the price of the genuine article. This form of adultera- 
tion does not directly affect health, but it is flagitious and 
_ dishonest, and should be repressed. 
“So far as these phases of fraud are concerned the law 
_is already stringent, and if it requires amendment it is rather 
in its mode of application than, in principle. The local 
authorities are to blame for negligence in many respects. 
_ They make noadequate arrangements fortaking samples ; they 
either do not appoint qualified analysts or they pay inadequate 
fees for the analysing of samples; and when prosecutions 
* are instituted the local justices adjudicate with so much 
capriciousness that their judgments often become a 
mockery. The recommendations of the Select Committee 
were largely directed to these points, and I note with 
satisfaction that this view has received the authoritative 
endorsement of the President of the Local Government 
Board. In replying to one of the deputations, the 
agriculturists, Mr, Chaplin said that as regards adulteration 
injurious to health the law now gives Jarge powers, and if 
_ they are not used the fault lies with those whose duty it is 
to set the law in motion. Against adulteration for purposes 
of fraud there were, he believed, very ample powers also, 
but what they wanted in that respect was no change in the 
law itself but a greatly improved administration of the 
existing law. In these sentences Mr. Chaplin presents the 
case with pith and accuracy. The defect is less in the law 
than in its enforcement. What is needed is a means of 
constraining local authorities to take samples, to have them 
systematically analysed by competent chemists, and to lessen 
the discretion of the justices in inflicting paltry fines for 
flagrant and persistent breaches of the law. 

“No doubt there is disputation among analysts as to 
what is and is not adulteration—more especially in the 
cases of milk and butter—and in consequence it is 
desirable to arrive ‘at some standard of wholesomeness. 
A Court of Reference has been suggested, and such a 
Court, by a gradual process of exhaustion, might remove 
the discords that now confuse both analysts and the public. 
But the idea of setting up a fixed standard of purity for 
every article that enters into human consumption is 
chimerical, and is justifiably repudiated by the President of 
the Local Government Board. I will not enter into a dis- 
cussion of this vexed question, but would only say that the 
recommendations of the Select Committee have received 
in some quarters a much wider interpretation than the 
report warrants or the evidence supports. 

Of more practical importance is the controversy between 
butter and margarine. Indeed, the whole of the present 
discussion of the Food Laws is apparently centred on this 
one point. The agricultural interests regard margarine as 
a dangerous enemy, and would place such disabilities upon 
it as would destroy it. Lord Wenlock, as the spokesman of 
the agriculturists, said, “the destruction of the margarine 
trade would be a very serious matter, but they had to put 
against that the destruction of the butter trade, and he 
would ask whether, in the interests of the country at large 
it was best that the margarine trade should remain or the 
butter trade.” This means that the two articles cannot 
exist together, and that one or other must perish. Surely 
this is an extravagant and exaggerated proposition, and 
illustrates the unreasoning heat with which the champions 
of agriculture conduct the discussion. Butter is good and 
nutritious, and will always command the preference of those 
who can afford to pay for it. There is no fear that it will 
fall out of favour. The British farmer has more to fear 
from the greater enterprise of the foreign dairyman than 
from the vanishing taste of the British consumer; and if he 
will produce good butter of uniform quality he may always 
feel assured of a ready market. Margarine meets the wants 
of a different class, who, preferring butter, cannot afford to 
pay for it, and are therefore content to accept the artificial 
substitute. A good deal of popular prejudice has been 
kindled against margarine. In its early days it may have 
been poor and perhaps unwholesome stuff. This cannot 
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now be said against it. Throughout the long investigation 
of the Select Committee there was no suggestion that it was 
unwholesome or unnutritious. It is an industry now largely 
conducted in this country under constant supervision ; it 
utilises a large proportion of our farm produce in the manu- 
facture, and it has become an article of enormous con- 
sumption among the working classes of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire and of all large towns. It is sound and whole- 
some, and to destroy the trade would deprive the poorest 
classes of excellent food. 

The great complaint brought against margarine is that it 
is made to look like butter. No doubt this is true. It is 
prepared in the form that the public prefer; if they cannot 
pay for butter at 1s. per lb., it may bea satisfaction to them 
to think that their margarine at 4d. per lb. looks very like 
the genuine article, and serves almost as well. But, what- 
ever the explanation, the fact is undoubted that the con- 
sumers of margarine desire that it should look as much like 
butter as can be. Sapient suggestions have been made 
that it should by Act of Parliament be coloured blue or 
green, and be made as unlike butter as the colourist can 
contrive. Also that it should be formed into eccentric 
shapes, and packed in grotesque packages. These ex- 
pedients would certainly punish, perhaps ruin, the margarine 
makers ; what is more important, they would disgust the 
consumer, and virtually deprive his table of a cheap and 
palatable food. My plea is that the people should obtain 
their food in the form that is most acceptable to them, and 
that, so long as it is wholesome, Parliament should not 
interfere with its production and use. That it is wholesome 
is acknowledged on all hands; that it is acceptable is proved 
by the enormous extension of its use. In the interests of 
the poorer classes I would therefore protest against any 
irrational interference with the production and sale of this 
modern and wholesome cheap food. 

“Tn saying this, however, it must not be imagined that 
i would in any degree condone the fraudulent substitution 
of margarine for butter. Ifa tradesman is asked for butter, 
and charges butter price, and delivers cheap margarine in 
fulfilment of the contract he is a rogue,and should be 
treated accordingly. The law is already stringent on this 
point, and if it requires further strengthening by all means 
strengthen it. But do not let us stop a legitimate and 
useful trade because a handful of tradesmen abuse it ; 
rather let the dishonest men be punished and weeded out 
and leave the poor man his margarine.” 


DRUG ADULTERATION IN BIRMINGHAM. 
Dr. HILL, City Analyst, states : 


During the year a considerable amount of attention has 
been given to the examination of the accuracy with which 
medicines are dispensed in this City. On May 4th, I 
received thirty-six samples, and on July 16th twenty-four 
samples of medicines of various kinds prepared according 
to eleven different prescriptions. In three cases simple 


| Pharmacopceia preparations were ordered, viz., camphor 


liniment, iodine liniment, and carbonate of iron pills. The 
other prescriptions had to be specially prepared by the 
pharmacist. Of the sixty samples received, fourteen, or 
twenty-three per cent, differed so much from what was 
ordered by the prescription that I had to certify them as 
adulterated. Fifty-two of the samples were obtained from 
persons qualified under the Pharmacy Act; of these eleven 
were condemned. Eight samples were obtained from un- 
qualified vendors ; of these three were condemned. 

Lodide of Potassium and Cinchona Mixture.—Seven 
samples of the mixture containing iodide of potassium and 
liquid extract of cinchona were received, four of which 
were of the correct composition or nearly so. No. 404 
only contained 75 per cent. of the amount of iodide of 
potassium ordered, and was also deficient in cinchona. 
No. 414 contained only 85 per cent. of the proper amount 
of iodide of potassium, and No. 406 had an excess of 10 
per cent. of this drug. 


Butyl-chloral Hydrate Mixture.—One of the six mixtures ) 


containing butyl-chloral hydrate, glycerine, and tincture of 
cardamoms was somewhat deficient in strength, but owing 
to the absence of an adequate official standard of purity of 
the active ingredient, I could not call it adulterated. Four 
of the samples were purple in colour, and two were brown ; 
this great difference in appearance is due to the British 
Pharmacopceia allowing butyl-chloral hydrate to be neutral 
or slightly acid in reaction, to the presence of tincture of 
cardamoms, and to ordinary water being used. The 
Pharmacopeeia requires that “in dispensing prescriptions, 
agua should be understood to mean distilled water.” 

Magnesia Mixture.—Three of the four magnesia mixtures 
contained from 462 to 485 grains of sulphate of magnesia 
in the eight-ounce mixture ordered, but No. 643 only 
contained 441 instead of 480 grains. This was probably 
due to the dispenser erroneously supplying an avoirdupois 
ounce of 437°5 grains instead of an apothecaries ounce of 
480 grains. The vendor was cautioned by the Health Sub- 
Committee. 

Quinine Mixture.—Three of the four quinine mixtures 
contained a slight excess of sulphate of quinine; No. 648 
contained an excess of 18 per cent. I considered this 
amount too much to be passed as genuine, and the vendor 
was cautioned by the Health Sub-Committee. 

Sodium Bromide Mixture.—The prescription ordered 
180 grains of sodium bromide to be present in an eight 
ounce mixture, but as the British Pharmacopeeia allows a 
slightly damp salt to be used, the three mixtures containing 
168 to 178 of actual sodium bromide were passed as 
genuine. ‘The fourth sample only contained 160 grains, 
and the vendor was cautioned by the Health Sub-Committee. 

Morphia Mixtures. — Three mixtures were prepared 
from a prescription ordering a quantity of morphia too 
small to admit of analysis. 

Camphor Liniment.—Four of the fifteen samples con- 
tained only half to three quarters of the camphor that 
should be present, another was slightly low in camphor, 
and the remainder were of satisfactory quality. One of the 
defective samples had not been prepared with olive oil, as 
is required by the British Pharmacopceia. 

The following were the adulterated samples : 


NO. DATE. ADULTERATION, ACTION, 
407—May 4th ... Camphor deficient 25 % ... No action. 
4I5— , 4th ... Camphor deficient 25 %, not 

prepared with olive oil... No action. 
417— ,, 4th ... Camphor deficient 25 % ... No action. 


638—July 16th ... 

Lodine Linitment.—Each of the four samples contained 
about the correct quantity of iodine, but No. 640 was 
deficient of 16 per cent. of the iodide of potassium ordered 
by the British Pharmacopoeia. The vendor was cautioned 
by the Health Sub-Committee. 

Carbonate of Iron Pills.—Three of the five samples of 
carbonate of iron pills were correctly dispensed, but No. 
422 contained only 25 per cent. of the carbonate of iron 
that should have been present ; this deficiency was not due 
to deterioration by oxidation. No. 438 consisted of iron, 
or Blaud’s pills, instead of carbonate of iron pills. Although 
the two preparations are similar in nature, the substitution 
of one for the other cannot be justified. 

Iron and Quinine Pills —The four samples of iron and 
quinine pills contained the correct amount of quinine, but 
No 439 contained an excess of 80 per cent. of sulphate of 
iron. This may have been due to the dried salt having 
been used in error. 

Opium, etc., Pil/s—Four samples of pills were made 
from a prescription ordering squill, ammoniacum, benzoic 
acid, balsam of Peru, and opium. Owing to the complexity 
of the ingredients and the small quantity—ten grains— 
received, analysis was impossible. 


Camphor deficient 50 % ... Fined £1and Ios. costs. 


GLYCERINE. 


Twelve samples were analysed and in four of them 
minute traces of arsenic were found, probably owing to 
slight impurities in the chemicals used in their manufacture. 
Glycerine for medicinal use should be quite free from 


considered adulteration. 








arsenic, but the Fusnway eR ‘was too arial to PA. 


Two samples contained glucose My 


or starch syrup, a cheap substance used in confectionery, 


which is free from the medicinal qualities of glycerine and 


quite different in its nature. As starch syrupis denserthan ~ 
glycerine its presence enables a certain amount of water to 
be added without reducing the density of the sample below 

that of genuine glycerine. None of the fifty samples 
examined in past years have been adulterated in this way. 

The following were the adulterated samples :— 


ACTION. 


NO. DATE. ADULTERATION. io 
93 Jan. 29th ... Dilute glucose syrup 40°/, ... Fined £5 and 9s. costs. 
120 Feb. 4th... Dilute glucose syrup 45°/, ... Fined 45 and Ios. costs. | 


Sprrir or Nirrous ETHER. 


The British Pharmacopoeia requires that this drug shall — 
yield “‘when freshly prepared, seven times its volume of 
nitric oxide gas; and even after it has been kept some tirne 
and the vessel containing it has occasionally been opened, 
it should yield not much less than five times its volume of — 
the gas.” Four of the six samples yielded under standard 
conditions from five to seven volumes of nitric oxide gas, 
but two were seriously deficient, yielding only three and a 
half volumes and one volume of gas respectively. As spirit 
of nitrous ether is a drug liable to deterioration, it is 
advisable that the stock should be kept in a cool, dark 
cellar and not obtained in too large quantities, and that the 
shop bottle should not contain more than can be sold ina 
short period of time. That the official requirements are not 
unnecessarily exacting is shown by the fact that none of the 
seven samples examined last year were deficient in 
strength. In the years 1894-6 twenty-nine per cent. of the 
examples examined in England and Wales were reported to 
be adulterated. 


ACTION. 


NO. DATE. ADULTERATION. 
25m olan. 12th Ethyl nitrite deficient 30% Cautioned. 
a7 a pega) Ethyl nitrite deficient 80% Cautioned. 


TINCTURE OF RHUBARB. 


If this tincture is properly made according to the British _ 
Pharmacopceia one pint should contain about one ounce of 
solid ingredients, and less than o’9 ounce should rarely be 
present. All the samples obtained during the last two years 
have been genuine, the average amount of solid ingredients 
being 0°96 ounce per pint. Five of the six samples received 
on January 12th contained more than the lower quantity, 
but in No. 24 only 0°75 ounce per pint was present ; it was 
certified to be deficient of 16 per cent. of solid ingredients, 
and the vendor was cautioned by the Health Sub-Com- 
mittee. During the previous five years 16 per cent. of the 
samples examined in Birmingham were condemned, being 
the same proportion as that found in England and Wales 
during the years 1894-6. 


BEESWAX. 


Three of the five samples of beeswax were genuine, 
another was nearly so, containing a small quantity of stearic 
acid, while No. 373 was certified to be adulterated with at 
least 25 per cent. of paraffin wax and at least ro percent. 
of resin. It was composed of two pieces, one of which 


- was chiefly resin and paraffin wax, the other was adulterated 


with a little tallow, and about one-third of its weight of 
paraffin wax. The vendor was fined ts. and &s. costs. 
One third of the samples examined in England and Wales 
during the years 1895-6 were adulterated. 


OTHER DRUGS. 


The five samples of cream of tartar all contained 
traces of lead, but not enough to be called adulteration. 
One of the four samples of sa/ volatile was slightly 
deficient in »strength. Three samples of extract of malt 
were not altogether satisfactory in quality, but as there is no 
standard for the preparation given in the British Pharma- 
copeeia I could not call them adulterated. Five samples of 
white precipitate, and the single sample of paregoric and 
Seidlitz powder were of the correct composition. 
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A SIDE LIGHT UPON WHAT FARMERS CONSIDER 
PURE MILK—USUALLY THE “AFTERINGS” ARE 
KEPT BACK. 


In another column we publish a communication from 
Mr. R. Edge, a dairyman, whose views being those of a 
practical man based on years of experience in the trade, are 
entitled to consideration. Mr. Edge’s complaint is curiously 
supported by a case which occurred at Chorley Petty Ses- 
sions a few days ago. A Mr. Jno. Morrison, of Crosse 
Hall Farm, Chorley, was summoned for selling milk not up 





to the standard demanded. Mr. Milton (for Mr. Morris), 
prosecuted, and Mr. Aspden defended. It appeared from 
the evidence of P.S. Jackson, and from certificates, that on 
the 16th ult, the officer asked defendant’s son for a quantity 
of new milk. This was supplied, and it was found to be 
poor in quality. On the roth, P.S. Jackson and P.C. 
Whitfield saw the defendant’s cows milked, and samples 
were taken. The verdict of the analyst as to the latter 
was that it was very rich milk.—— James Strange, of Heath 
Charnock, was summoned for a similar offence. Milk sup- 
plied to the officer by defendant was found to be of poor qual- 
ity, but Strange admitted that he kept back the afterings.— 
For the defence in the first case Mr. Aspden pointed out 
that there was no recognised standard for the quality of 
milk. If Morrison had any milk left at night he put it with 
the next morning’s, but there had been no adulteration. It 
was admitted in the second case that the afterings were kept 
back, but it was stated this was a common occurrence. 
The milk might have deteriorated in transit over a rough 
country road.—The Chairman said the Bench were aware 
that milk cases were generally unsatisfactory, and they 
thought the Corporation should have a standard of quality 
to go by as they had in other towns. The present cases 
were not bad ones, but the Bench considered that when a 
man asked for new milk nothing should be kept back. A 
fine of ros. and costs was imposed in each case. 

It is by this “common occurrence of keeping back the 
afterings” that dairymen and the public are victimised, just 
as it is by so-called analysts causing cows to be milked, and 
the milking be stopped before the “‘afterings ” would come, 
that they get results enabling them to allege that milk from 
cows milked in their presence contained only 1°50 or so 
per cent. of cream. It is originally to the disgraceful con- 
duct of Somerset House that this common occurrence of 
keeping back the afterings is due, and that dairymen are in 
many cases prosecuted unjustly, and the public swindled. 
Meanwhile, Mr. Chaplin and Mr. T. W. Russell have, as we 
knew they intended to do, burked legislation on the ques- 
tion, and the swindles in scores of food stuffs will go on 
for another year or two or three. 


ISLINGTON VESTRY. 


MiLK ADULTERATION AND THE PUBLICATION OF 
CONVICTIONS. 


THE Vestry Clerk read a letter from the Vestry of Stoke 
Newington, stating that having had under their considera- 
tion the failure of prosecutions for milk adulteration, by 
reason of differences of opinion between the public analyst 
and the authorities of Somerset House, they had adopted a 
resolution expressing the opinion that the delay that arises 
in analysing samples of milk at Somerset House is very 
prejudicial to the effective working of the Food and Drugs 
Act. 

Referred to the Public Health Committee for action. 

Mrs. Richardson moved, “That in future a printed 
poster be published quarterly, giving the names and 
addresses of, and penalties incurred by, persons convicted 
a second time of offences under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, the Margarine Act, and the Public Health 
Act.” Mrs. Richardson said for a long time, and until 
quite lately, she had had a high opinion of Mr. Mote’s 
legal knowledge. (Laughter.) Mr. Mote had always 
advised her that the course recommended in the motion 
would, if adopted, be illegal. But his opinionwas not 
borne out by the highest authority on the law of libel. Dr. 
Blake Odgers, advising the Clerkenwell Vestry eight years 
ago, said that the Vestry would run no risk in publishing 
such a list provided that every statement contained in it 
was true. Care, he added, should be taken not to mis- 
describe the offence of which an offender was convicted. 
Camberwell and Clerkenwell had been publishing such 
lists for several years past, and had never been taken to 
task for doing so. 

Mr. Mills seconded. 


Mr. Cufflin opposed the motion on two grounds. First, 





916 FOOD 


ig 


AND 








a ot 
“ 


SANITATION. June 18, 1898. 





that it was illegal; and, secondly, because it was unjust. 
The Act. of Parliament made the offence and laid down the 
penalty, and, after the magistrate had inflicted a penalty, it 
was illegal, in his opinion, for the Vestry to further punish 
the offending party. Mrs. Richardson wanted the names 
of persons convicted under the Act published without any 
discretion of the Public Health Committee. It might be 
that a perfectly honest tradesman would be unfortunate 
enough to be twice convicted for an offence under the 
Food and Drugs Act, through the fault of an assistant or 
the wholesale vendor, and yet he was to be ruined by having 
his name spread broadcast over the parish. He could not 
bring himself to be unfair to the honest trader because there 
were a few dishonest traders in the parish. 

Mr. Cussans thought if Mrs. Richardson’s motion was 
carried into effect the Vestry could be proceeded against 
for libel. The Great Eastern Railway Company were in 
the habit of publishing the names and addresses of 
passengers convicted of defrauding the company ; but one 
of the offenders sued the company for libel, and obtained 
damages, and since the railway companies left the name and 
address of offenders out of their notices, reading “A 
passenger, etc.” (Hear, hear.) 

Dr. Smyth desired to oppose the motion on the broad 
ground of justice, and thought Mrs. Richardson most ill- 
advised in bringing forward her motion. He was a Pro- 
gressive, but if this was ‘‘ progress,” then God grant that 
they may have no more of it. Clerkenwell knew its own 
business, but he did not recommend Islington to copy 
its action in this connection. 

Mr. Smith had great sympathy with the object Mrs. 
Richardson had in view, but he could not, on grounds of 
honesty and justice, support the resolution. It was not 
fair, while wishing to protect the consumer, to punish the 
honest trader, who might at any time be victimised by the 
negligence of his assistant or the venality of the wholesale 
dealer 

Mr. Mote said to his mind the quarterly publication of 
these convictions would be a‘cruel and vindictive measure. 
It was remarkable that not a single male member of the 
vestry had ever brought forward a measure cruel and 
vindictive, but it remained for the only lady member of the 
Vestry, in whose breast was supposed to lodge the attribute 
of mercy—(laughter)—to bring such a motion forward. 
The law provides penalties for its infraction, and it would 
be presumptuous of them to try to supplement it. They 
had no right to aggravate the punishment which the law 
might have inflicted. The course recommended by Mrs. 
Richardson would have the effect of hounding many an 
honest tradesman out of the parish. 

Mr. Mills, speaking in support of the motion, said it 
should be the desire of the Vestry to protect the injured 
purchaser. He concluded that the publication of the 
offenders’ names would prevent adulteration which prosecu- 
tion and conviction had failed to accomplish to any great 
extent. 

The closure having been carried, Mrs. Richardson 
replied. 

On a vote being taken the motion was lost. 
number on a division were: For, 31 ; Against, 59. 


The 


A PUBLIC ANALYST UPON BEER MATERIALS. 


At the last meeting of the Departmental Committee on 
beer materials, held at Abingdon Street, Westminster, 
the Earl of Pembroke in the chair, Mr. Alfred Henry 
Allen, consulting and analytical chemist, public analyst 
for the West Riding of Yorkshire, Sheffield, and other 
places, gave evidence at length respecting the prepara- 
tion of gallisin, and went on to say that he 
could differentiate some of the more important hop 
substitutes if they were employed—some four of them— 
but there were other bitters which might be employed 
which his method did not touch. Jt would not matter in 
practice. Under the Margarine Act they did not have to 
state what the margarine was made of. So there 





would be no difficulty in practice, if it were desirable or. 


necessary, for public analysts to take up the work of 
detecting. hop substitutes in beer. They could say they 
were not hops, and certainly in the case of quassia they 


could speak positively) He had not himself met 
with calumba. Cocculus indicus had _ been = said 
to be used in Russian beer, and, he believed, 


in Germany also. He had stated in one of his 
books that if his suggestion were adopted that only 
such brewing materials should be permitted as were 
licensed after thorough inquiry as to their characters and 
effects, and if he were the authority on whom the re- 
sponsibility fell, according to his present lights, he would 
permit the use of malt substitutes made from cane-sugar, 
maize, and rice, provided that a general declaration of 
their employment were made; but he would prohibit the 
use of potato glucose. Such very grave suspicion had 
been thrown upon it that it ought not to be employed. 
appeared from the statements of Dr. Moritz, Mr. Salamon, 
and others that no considerable quantity was employed 
in this country for the manufacture of beer, and hence no 
inconvenience would follow from its prohibition. He 
would also prohibit the use of salicylic acid, as to which 
Dr. Moritz had said that if it were prohibited “the 
brewers would not care a little bit.” He would, however, 
permit the use of sulphites. He drew that distinction 
because salicylic acid did not undergo a change in 
the system analogous to that undergone by sulphites. 
Further, the disagreeable taste communicated to the beer 
by an excess of sulphites was sufficient guarantee that the 
brewer would not use more than the amount requisite to 
effect his purpose. Hop substitutes he would wholly pro- 
hibit. It was admitted that they were not true substitutes 
for hops, and in view of the very remarkable fact that the 
use of hop substitutes was kept so profoundly secret that 
neither the brewers nor the brewers’ chemists examined 
before the committee had ever known them to be 
employed, it was evident that their prohibition would 
hurt no one. 
at issue were as follows :—(1) All-malt beer and substitute 
beer were not identical in composition or character ; (2) 
the differences were such as to allow a distinction to be 
drawn analytically, under favourable circumstances, even 
at the present time, but great improvements would probably 
be made if the subject were systematically investigated ; 
(3) the results of analyses would furnish a useful indication 
of the nature of the beer materials used, but for legal 
purposes the history of the suspected beer should be traced 
by the Excise ; (4) the nature of a substitute beer should 
be declared, and all beer materials should be licensed before 
use ; (5) hop substitutes should be prohibited. The com- 
mittee again adjourned. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Hyde, on June oth, James Holt, licensee of the “ Bay 
Horse” Inn, Newton, was summoned for selling rum under 
proof. Samuel Lea, Cheshire County Court inspector, 
purchased a pint of rum at the “ Bay Horse” on May 11th, 
and submitted a sample to the public analyst, who reported 
that it contained 65 per cent. of proof spirit and 35 per 
cent. of water, being 10 per cent. more than was allowed. 
Defendant pleaded that the rum had been in the jar for 
five or six weeks, as they sold very little spirits up at Shaw 
Hall. A fine of £1 and costs was inflicted. 

At Witham Petty Sessions, J. A. Kuner, landlord of the 
“Crown” Inn, Witham, was charged with selling whisky 
adulterated seven degrees below the minimum allowed. 

Sergeant Laver proved purchase, and produced the 
certificate from the analyst. 

Defendant said he diluted the spirit himself by adding 
one quart of water to four of whisky which he had purchased 
as proof spirits. The sample should not have been more 
than twenty under proof. Since he received the summons 
he had had a sample of the whisky he bought as proof spirit 
analysed, and found it was eight degrees under proof. He 
had written to the firm, and they stated that they sent it 


To sum up, his views on the matters — 
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out according to permit, and that it must have been 
_ tampered with in transit. 

The Chairman : It is an unfortunate thing for you, and 
the only remedy you have is to leave them. We have 
nothing to go upon but the evidence, and you will be fined 
40S., and 7s. costs. 


BEER. 


At Clerkenwell, Charles Richard Morris, of the ‘‘ Lord 
_ Vernon ” public-house, Pentonville Road, Clerkenwell, was 
summoned by the Inland Revenue authorities for having, 
on February 2ist, diluted a cask of mild ale to the extent 
_ of 6 4-roths gallons to the barrel of 36 gallons. Mr. Horace 
Smith imposed a fine of £15, with £4 8s. costs. 

Sidney Bambridge, of 69, Ossulston Street, St. Pancras, 
for diluting stout, on March 28th, to the extent of 6 9-1oths, 
was fined £5, with £2 6s. costs. 

In the case of Morris, no defence was raised ; but in 
the case of Bambridge, Mr. Ricketts explained that he was 
a young man commencing business. Doing the cellar 
work himself, he thought he might mix beer of a lighter 
gravity with this cask of stout, which was running low at 
the time. 


MEAT. 


At the Guildhall, London, on June 8th, Alfred Brooks, 
of Towerend Farm, Bonsall, near Matlock Bath, Derby, 
was summoned, before Mr. Alderman John Knill, for sending 
to the Central Meat Market four quarters of beef which were 

diseased and unfit for human food. The air of the court 
_ being very unpleasant, the alderman directed that all the 
windows should be opened.—Dr. Sedgwick Saunders: I 
was about to say, sir, that the atmosphere here is positively 
poisonous ; it is not fit for any human being to breathe. 
How you get through your work I don’t know.—Mr. Vickery, 
who prosecuted, said the defendant had a cow, which, on 
May 3rd, met with an accident. He had it killed, and sent 
the carcase to the Meat Market. The evidence would show 
that the meat was entirely unfit to be eaten.—Dr. Saunders, 
medical officer for the city, stated that, having examined this 
meat, he came to the conclusion that the cow had nearly 
died before being slaughtered. ‘I'he meat was wet and soft, 
and nearly black. Decomposition had commenced, and 
the beef emitted a very bad odour.—Chief Inspector Terrett 
having given. evidence as to the seizure of the meat, wit- 
nesses were called on .behalf of the defendant.—The rector 
of the parish and others gave him an excellent character.— 
The alderman said it was clear that the accused had a doubt 
as to the condition of the meat, and but for the fact that he 
bore the character that had been given him, the fine would 
have been much heavier than the one he should inflict, viz., 
#20 and £5 5s..costs, or a month’s imprisonment. 


MARGARINE. 


AT Kingstown, on June 6th, a provision dealer, named 
Mary Harris, 11, Temple Road, Blackrock, was prosecuted 
by the Blackrock Town Commissioners for a breach of the 
Food and Drugs Act on the oth May last. Mr. Gerald 
Byrne represented the Commissioners—Mr. Guy, Sanitary 
Officer, deposed that on the day named he sent a little boy 
into defendant’s shop to buy a pound of butter. The 
latter paid a shilling for it. Witness then went into the 
shop and announced his intention of submitting the article 
for analysis. The public analyst’s certificate showed that 
the substance was composed of 65 per cent. of fats foreign 
to butter. In reply to Mr. Byrne, the Sanitary Officer 
stated that Mr. Whittaker, Relieving Officer of the Rath- 
down Union, frequently gave orders to Mrs. Harris to 
supply food to the poor. The boy Bernard Fitzpatrick 
having given evidence, defendant said she always bought 
the best butter, and her house was the most respectable 
in Blackrock.—Mr. Swifte considered the case a very bad 
one. Two-thirds of this substance was composed of fats 
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foreign to butter. If the defendant kept the most respect- 
able business in Blackrock, she was showing a bad example. 
He would impose a fine of £5. 

AT Hove, on June6th, James Ashdown, 52, Conway Street, 
was summoned for selling to Harry Herriott half-a-pound 
of butter which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
of the article demanded; the analysis being as follows: 
13782. per cent. of water, 1'°0562 per cent. of cassin and 
salts, 85°1618 per cent. of fat (not butter fat).—Mr. Marx 
appeared for defendant.—Harry Herriott, Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, said defendant kept a provision 
shop. On April 28th he visited the shop and asked for 
half-a-pound of 1s. butter, and was served by the mother of 
defendant. He told her he had bought the butter for 
analysis, and divided it into three parts, giving her one part, 
keeping another, and sending one to the public analyst, 
who certified that it was not butter but margarine.—For 
the defence Mrs. Ashdown, wife of defendant, was called. 
She said she managed the business belonging to her 
On April 22nd she bought from Mr. Alfred 
Smith twelve pounds of butter, paying 11s. 6d. for it. 
That supplied to the inspector was a part of the twelve 
pounds which she bought of Mr. Smith, and it had under- 
gone no change whatever.—The Bench imposed a penalty 
of 40s. and 17s. 6d. costs. 


BAD BUTTER AND UNLABELLED MARGARINE. 


ALEXANDER JOHN PRICE, a Blaenavon grocer, was 
summoned for selling butter containing 36 per cent. of 
added foreign fat, for which offence he was mulcted in 4os. ; 
and for exposing margarine for sale without the statutory 
label, and selling the same without the necessary wrapper, 
he was fined tos. in each case.—Edward Padfield had to 
pay ros. in each case for exposing and selling margarine 
without being properly labelled and wrappered. 


AN UNSATISFACTORY MILK CASE. 


At Worship Street on June 8th, the Farmers’ Co- 
operative Association (Limited), of Plough-yard, Shoreditch, 
was summoned by the Sanitary Authority of St. Leonard, 
Shoreditch, for supplying to the Holborn Union Workhouse, 
City-road, milk not of the nature and quality demanded.— 
Dr. Robinson, Vestry Clerk, supported the summons ; 
Mr. W. T. Ricketts, solicitor, defending.—The case for the 
prosecution was that milk supplied under contract to the 
Workhouse not being satisfactory, samples were taken from 
the four churns, thirty-four gallons, delivered on the morn- 
ing of the 13th ult., and in three cases the contents were 
found to be adulterated with water.—Mr. Ricketts, for the 
defence, put in four contracts from farmers supplying the 
particular milk, and these contracts being read, showed 
that the Company contracted at 1s. per gallon for milk 
‘pure and with all its cream not less than ro percent.” He 
submitted that these contracts, under the decision of “ The 
Farmers and Cleveland Dairy Co. v. Stevenson,” exonerated 
the defendants, calling evidence to prove that the milk was 
not tampered with, but was sold as received at Liverpool- 
street Station.—The prosecution argued that the Farmers’ 
Co-operative Company (Limited) were in the position of co- 
defendants, but the manager went into the witness box and 
deposed that, to his knowledge, the farmers whose contracts 
had been put in were not even shareholders, and that such 
a consideration did not enter into the contracts at all.—Mr. 
Robinson then said he would have to take summonses 
against the farmers for false warrants.— Mr. Corser dismissed 
the summonses against the Company, and said he would 
grant summonses against the farmers if the Vestry Clerk 
had satisfied himself who was responsible. 

At Cork a farmer named M‘Carthy, living near Queens- 
town Junction, was prosecuted for having sold milk deficient 
in fat to the extent of 20 per cent. The certificate of the 
public analyst to that effect was handed in. A fine of £2 
and £1 costs was imposed, 
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“A MUTILATED DOCUMENT.” 
WATER IN THE MILK. 


At the Witham Petty Sessions, Alfred Gallimore, 
farmer, of Tolleshunt D’Arcy, was charged by Harry Laver, 
inspector of food and drugs, with selling milk adulterated 
with water, at Great Braxted, on May 4th. 

Sergeant Laver deposed that he purchased 13 pints of 
new milk from the defendant for analysis. ‘The certificate 
from the analyst showed that the sample had been 
adulterated with 14 per cent. of added water. 

Defendant, who pleaded not guilty, said he milked the 
cows and sold the milk himself. He asked that the case 
might be adjourned so that he could have a solicitor. 

Sergeant Laver objected, as the request was not made 
until after he had given evidence. 

The Bench upheld the objection, 

Defendant then said he had sent a sample to another 
analyst, and there was a great difference in the figures. He 
handed what purported to be a certificate to the Clerk. 

Sergeant Laver pointed out that the certificate did not 
state that the sample was handed to the analyst with the seal 
unbroken. 

The Clerk: There has been something torn off this 
(referring to the certificate), and the principal part is 
missing. (To the defendant): Where is the other part ? 

Defendant: I think I have got it at home. 

The Chairman: We cannot accept this. You have put 
in a mutilated document. You will be fined 4os. and 7s. 
costs, and the Bench are not at all sure that it ought not to 
have been more. I suppose you know you are liable to a 
heavier punishment ? 

Defendant : I do not know. 

The Chairman: You are liable to a penalty of £20 
and costs. 

Defendant: Will you give me my certificate ? 

Sergeant Laver.: I apply that it may be impounded for 
the time being. 

Defendant : If my solicitor applies for it will you give 
it up? 

The Clerk: You produced an imperfect document as a 
defence against the public analyst, but the magistrates can 
order it to be given up at any time. 

AT Kensington Petty Sessions Jane Booth was summoned, 
at the instance of the Fulham Vestry, for selling milk from 
which fat had been extracted.—Mr. Blanco White appeared 
for the Vestry, and David Chapman, an inspector under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, proved the purchase.— 
Defendant said she only had a pint of milk a day, and some 
of that was for her own use. Occasionally she sold a half- 
pennyworth if asked for it—The Chairman asked if the 
Vestry pressed for a heavy fine.—Mr. Blanco White said 
he did not, and suggested that the defendant should 
give up selling milk.—Fined‘5s., and ros. 6d., the analyst’s 
fee. 

David Coles, of North-end Road, was summoned 
for selling milk adulterated with ten per cent. of added 
water.— Defendant said he kept a café and sometimes sold 
a penny glass of milk. Fined 2os. and costs. 

Mr. Lippett, trading as the New Express Dairy 
Company, at Fulham, was summoned for selling milk 
containing nine parts of added water.—Mr. Ricketts, who 
appeared for the defence, produced the warranty attached 
to the churn by the consignee, and the defendant’s wife, 
foreman, and carrier swore that the milk was never 
tampered with.—The Bench held the warranty to be good, 
and dismissed the summons. 


ALTERED MILK. 


Messrs. W. AND J. REFFELL, of Runnymede Dairy, 
Parkshot, Richmond, were summoned for selling milk from 
which 11 per cent. of butter fat had been abstracted.— 
Mr. Ricketts was for the defendants.—Mr. Robert Alfred 
Houghton, inspector of weights and measures, deposed 
that on May 11th he saw Benjamin Stone at the “ White 
Hart,” Barnes, delivering milk from a cart belonging to the 
defendants. Witness purchased a pint of new milk from 


AND SANITATION. : et 





. for 





~ __——- 2 ’ os — , F 
¢ hea i? for Ea? og. 5 





% 
al 





Jun 








= | 


him, paying twopence for it. The milk was divided into 
three parts, of which one was taken by Stone, another was 
sent to the public analyst, and the third was produced in 
court. Dr. Stevenson’s certificate showed that it was de- 
ficient in butter fat 11 per cent. Since the issue of the 
summons, at the request of the defendants, he had taken a 
sample, in the course of delivery, at Richmond Railway 
Station, and that sample was certified by the analyst as 
genuine.—Cross-examined : He had received notice that 
defendants relied upon a warranty.—Mr. Ricketts produced 
a contract which his clients had with Messrs. Prideaux, who 
supplied them with the, milk, guaranteeing that the milk 
should be pure. Further, on each churn of milk was a 
yellow label, saying that the milk was “Pure new milk.” 
He claimed that that being the case, his clients were not 
responsible if he could prove that they did not alter the 
milk, which he should, and that the summons should, under 
the 25th section of the Food and Drugs Act, be dismissed. 
—Mr. Harry Napper, manager to Reffell Brothers, at Rich- 
mond, gave evidence in support of Mr. Rickett’s statement, 
and produced the agreement with Messrs. Prideaux.—Cross- 
examined by Mr. Houghton: They did test the sample some- 
times, and he had had reason to complain before.—Mr. 
Houghton contended that the warranty did not cover the 
delivery of the milk.—George Thomas Collis, an employé 
of defendants, said that on the 11th of May he fetched 
the milk from the station at two o’clock. There wasza 
label on the churn similar to the one produced. He took 
the milk to the shop in Parkshot and delivered it to the 
wife of the previous witness. The milk was divided for 
the rounds.—Cross-examined : They had not put a preser- 
vative in the milk.x—Mrs. Napper said she received the 
churn of milk in question from the previousjwitness. She 
gave five quarts to Stone about half-past two to take to 
Mortlake, it being given to him exactly as it was received 
off the rail—Benjamin Stone said he sold the milk to Mr. 
Houghton as he received it from Mrs. Napper.—Benjamin 
Stone, who sold the milk to the inspector, was then placed 
in the dock, and the evidence for the prosecution repeated. 
—The Bench having retired to consider their verdict, said 
the case against Messrs. Reffell was important, and they 
would take a week to consider their decision.—Stone was 
fined tos. 


CONDENSED MILK. 
THE Picnic BRAND AGAIN. 


At Blaenavon, on June 14th, Jane Davies, grocer, 
Blaenavon, was summoned at Blaenavon Petty Sessions on 
Tuesday (before Mr. P. Williams and Mr. H. C. Steele) 
for selling a tin of “Picnic” brand condensed milk to 
Inspector T. H. Lewis on May oth, the article being repre- 
sented as containing ‘full cream” and ‘‘all the original 
cream.” 
County Council, prosecuted, and Mr. L. E. Webb, Pontypool, 
defended. Mr. Gustard pointed out that in April last a 
similar prosecution took placeat Pontypool,and Mr. Webbthen 
presented a letter from the Condensed Milk Company of 
Holland stating that in the removal of the stock. to their 
new factory in May of last year some unlabelled tins of 
skimmed milk must have been mixed with cream milk, the 
company undertaking to recall all the consignments then 
sent out. Mr. Gustard contended that in view of the 
present case the company’s statement had hardly been 
borne out. — Mr. G. R. Thompson, county analyst 
Monmouthshire, said it was entirely separated 
milk, really not milk at all. It was perfectly useless as a 
food, especially for the feeding of children. The sample 
submitted was identical to that in the recent Pontypool 
case.—Mr. Webb said the defendant in this case had only 
purchased two cases about ten months ago, and the instruc- 
tions had not been carried out, as the company thought 
probably this small quantity had been disposed of long ago. 
Defendant would be reimbursed for any loss in this case.— 
The Bench thought there was no justification whatever in 
what the company had put forward. Fined £10. 
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LINSEED MEAL. 
At Dublin, on June 8th, before Mr. Carton, Q.C., 


- Richard Burns was charged under the Food and Drugs 


Act with having on the rst inst., at his place of business, 
83, Queen Street, sold to John J. Kane, an inspector of 
nuisances under the Corporation, one pound weight of 
linseed meal, “ which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality of the article demanded by the complainant, and 
was not linseed meal, but was ground linseed cake, contrary 
to the provisions of the statute.” eal 

J. J. Kane, examined by Mr. Rice, assistant solicitor to 
the Corporation, stated that when he called at the defen- 
dant’s shop on the rst inst. he asked the assistant for a 
pound of linseed meal, adding B.P., which indicated that 

‘the meal required was of the quality specified in the British 

Pharmacopeeia, and that it wasto be used asa drug. He 
got the quantity ordered from the assistant, and divided it 
into three parts, one of which he asked the assistant to 
retain, as the object was to have the meal analysed, another 
part he gave to Sir Charles Cameron, public analyst, and 
the third he retained himself. 

Sir Charles Cameron was examined, and stated that the 
sample supplied to him was not of the quality which is used 
as a drug; that it was ground linseed cake, and not crushed 
or ground linseed. 

Frederick Gerty, the assistant who sold the meal, stated 


that he did not hear the letters B. P. named by Kane when | 


he ordered it. 

Mr. Carton said he was not satisfied that Gerty had 
heard B. P. mentioned, and he accordingly dismissed the 
case. 

A similar charge preferred against Rachel Robinson, of 
87, Manor Street, was also dismissed on similar grounds. 

There was a like summons at the instance of the same 
complainant against Cornelius Manning, of Great Brunswick 
Street, but as it was understood the defence was the same 
as in the two previous cases, it was withdrawn. 


COFFEE. 


At Eccles, on June 13th, before Mr. F. Smith (pre- 
siding), Capt. Andrew, and other magistrates, Thomas 
Connelly, grocer, Winton, was charged with selling as 
coffee an article containing 45 per cent. of chicory. 
Inspector Whittaker stated that on May 16th he bought 
the coffee at 1d. an ounce. Nothing was said about it 
being a mixture. Defendant explained that he kept two 
sorts of coffee, and if the witness had asked for ‘“ best” 
coffee he would have got the pure article, but he would 
have had to pay more than a penny an ounce for it. Fined 
Ios. and costs, to include analyst’s fee. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Tonbridge, Charles Cowell, grocer, of Southborough, 
who did not appear, was summoned for selling adulterated 
olive oil.— P.C. Sinden purchased a bottle of olive oil for 
63d., when defendant said he did not sell it for: eating 
purposes and making salads.—Superintendent Bartlett said 
the certificate of the county analyst showed that the sample 
consisted wholly of cotton seed oil, though done up in an 
Italian oil flask.—One of the defendant’s assistants said 
that his master could not attend, as he had important 
business.—Superintendent Bartlett said it was only fair to 
say the mustard, coffee, arrowroot, and cicrate of magnesia, 

which he purchased at the same time, were all returned as 
pure.—The Bench fined defendant £3, and 115. costs. 


SAGO. 


At Llandaff on June 6th, Edward Williams, grocer, 
Llanishen, was summoned for selling adulterated sago.— 
Defendant explained to the Bench that it was all a mistake. 
His son had sold what he supposed to be sago in his 
absence. When the inspector called he looked up the 
invoice of the firm where he had bought the supposed sago, 





| by the inspector. 


————— 


and found that it was not sago, but tapioca. Up till then 
he had thought himself that it was sago. The similarity 
between the two was so great that it was hard to tell which 
was which, and he explained the small difference to the 
Bench, who, as there was no question of adulteration, 
dismissed the case. 


PEAS. 


JoHN HENDERSON and Thomas Geo. Bishop, trading as 
Messrs. Cooper and Co., grocers and provision merchants, 
Briggate, appeared before Mr. C. M. Atkinson, the stipen- 
diary magistrate, at Leeds Police Court, on June 8th, to 
answer a summons charging them, under the Food and 
Drugs Act, with having sold tins of French peas which had 
been certified by the city analyst to contain copper equal to 
nearly two grains of sulphate of copper per pound. Mr. 
R. A. Shepherd, barrister-at-law (instructed by the Town 


Clerk), appeared to prosecute, and Mr. J. B. Hopkins de- 


fended. Before the case was proceeded with Mr. Hopkins 
objected to the summons, on the ground that the peas were 
perishable articles. That being the case, he contended that 
the summons was informal. not having been issued within 
twenty-eight days of the alleged offence. A lengthy dis- 
cussion took place on the point, and eventually Mr. Atkinson 
decided to suspend judgment on the objection raised, but 
proceeded to hear the facts of the case.—Evidence as to the 
purchase of the peas having been given, and the city 


_ analyst’s certificate put in, Dr. Cameron, the medical officer 


of health for the city, was called, and spoke of the injurious 
effect of the copper.—Mr. Atkinson said the evidence raised 
a point as to the legality of the method of procedure followed 
The latter purchased three tins of peas, 
emptied the contents into a basin, and divided them into 
three parts—one for the analyst, one for the defendants, and 
one for the Corporation. The statute declared that every 
article purchased should be divided into three parts. 
Eventually the stipendiary magistrate said he would take 
time to consider his decision. As at present advised, he 
should decide against the prosecution on several grounds. 


WHAT IS VINEGAR? 


At Rochdale, on June roth, James Tattersall, grocer, 
Smallbridge, was summoned for selling vinegar which was 
not of the substance demanded by the purchaser. Mr. 
James Leach (Town Clerk of Rochdale) prosecuted, the 
defendant being represented by Mr. A. E. Tickle (solicitor, 
St. Helens). There were also in court Mr. T. Stenhouse 
(borough analyst) and Mr. C. Estcourt (analyst for the 
City of Manchester). 

Mr. Leach opened the case, and said that on the 29th 
of April the inspector, Mr. Thomas Whiteley, visited the 
defendant’s shop and asked for a pint of vinegar. He was 
supplied with it, for which he paid 13d. The vinegar was 
divided into three parts in the usual way. One of the 
parts had been analysed, and it showed that it did not 
contain more than 30 per cent. of real malt vinegar. The 
prosecution was taken under the 6th section of the Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875. 

Thomas Whiteley, inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, said that on Friday, 29th April, he went to the 
defendant’s shop and purchased a pint of vinegar, 
for which he paid 14d. He told the defendant who he 
was. 

Mr. Tickle: You asked for a pint of vinegar ?— 
Witness : I did. 

And you got it?—I got something that was sold for 
vinegar. 

Do you know the difference between malt and wood 
vinegar P—No, sir. 

Do you know that malt vinegar is 1s. per gallon ?—lI 
can buy it at the same price. 

I believe you were accompanied on your errand by 
another man ?—Yes ; Inspector Lee. 

Did you try to get the defendant Tattersall to commit 
himself and sell this as malt vinegar >—Not at all, sir. 





Did you 1 ask him what he sold this vinegar as p—No, 


Did you make any observations at all about” the 
vinegar ?—I asked him if he had a guarantee with it, and 
he said he had. 

’ Did you see Tattersall’s wife there >— No. 

Was she cleaning behind the counter ?—There was 
nobody in the shop but Mr. Tattersall. 

In addition to the vinegar you purchased other articles, 
- such as butter, lard, and coffee ?—Yes, sir. 

Mr. Leech: When you went in and asked for vinegar 
you expected to get malt vinegar, what is known as 
“alliker”? (Laughter.)—Yes. 

Made from old ales and malted liquors ?—That is what 
I expected to get. 

, Do you know anything about wood vinegar >—Nothing 
at all. 

Mr. Tickle: Then if that is the case I must object to 
the information. We are summoned to-day that defendant 
unlawfully sold a certain article of food, to wit ‘‘ vinegar,” 
not ‘‘malt vinegar.” Prosecutor, in his evidence, says 
“malt vinegar.” 
=. Mr. Leach: Malt vinegar he expected. He did not 
know what other there was. 

The Clerk: The question arises : What is vinegar? 

Mr. Tickle: I will give you the definition directly. 

The Clerk : As to what the term “‘ vinegar ” is? 

Mr. Tickle: Yes. 

James Lee, assistant inspector in the Corporation health 
department, was then called. 

Mr. Tickle: Do you know the difference between malt 
vinegar and vinegar from the wood ?>—Mr. Lee: I have no 
knowledge of it. 

You know there is such a thing as vinegar from the 
wood? Do you not know that there are many kinds of 
vinegar made? Now, don’t profess ignorance. Do you 
know there are many kinds of vinegar?—There are sub- 
stitutes for vinegar. 

Do you know what vinegar is ?—You had better refer 
that question to the analyst. 

The price paid for the vinegar was 13d., and you know 
malt vinegar or vinegar from beetroot, etc., is 31s, per 
gallon P—I don’t. 

Do you know date vinegar ?—I have heard speak of it. 

Mr. Leach: Malt vinegar is sold at 1s. per gallon. So 
was this. This was from the wood, though I don’t know 
what that means. At 13d. a pint it is 1s. a gallon. 

Mr. Tickle: The first point in my defence is the one I 
have already laid down. I submit that the information 
laid against this defendant is bad, inasmuch as we are 
charged with selling vinegar simply. We are not charged 
with selling malt vinegar, and the evidence which has been 
given by the prosecutor, Inspector Whiteley, and Assistant- 
Superintendant Lee, has gone to show that they expected 
receiving malt vinegar. We ‘are simply sued for selling 
vinegar. 

Mr. Cockcroft: I don’t think there is anything in that. 
He asked for vinegar, and the analysis shows it is not 
vinegar. 

The Chairman: We want a definition of vinegar. 

Mr. Leach: If the charge had to do with champagne 
we should not have to say what kind of champagne it 
was. If it should have been champagne, and was fourd 
out to be something inferior, it would be: your misfortune. 


‘sir. 


(Laughter. ) 
Mr. Tickle: That is the point which I submit to your 
worships. It is an important point, and one upon which | 





your worships 

The Chairman: I don’t think there is any objection to 
the wording of the summons. 

Mr. Tickle : Very well. Of course, I take formal objec- 
tion. The next question is as to what vinegar really is. 
The Encyclopedia Britannica defines vinegar as “a 
diluted form of acetic acid, having flavour which varies 
according to the source from whence it is obtained.” 
There are many forms of vinegar—aromatic vinegar, 
vinegar made from the vinegar plant, Marseilles vinegar, 











and distilted vinegar, and that is what was sold by ay 


defendant to the prosecutor. Then there is malt vinegar, 
vinegar made from beetroot and grain, and so on. Vinegar 
made from malt, grain, and so forth, is called the slow- 
process-made vinegar. There is a quick-process-made 
vinegar, which is made from the wood. The quick- 
process-made vinegar is far cheaper than the slow. That 
vinegar is sold at 13d. per pint, and therefore I submit 
the purchaser got what he asked for. He got vinegar at a 
certain price. This vinegar distilled from the wood is 
made at much less cost than the malt vinegar or the other 
kinds. 

The Clerk: The certificate states it contained 30 per 
cent. of malt vinegar. 

Mr. Tickle: It does not contain any malt at all. 

Mr. Leach: When a person asks for an article he uses 
the ordinary term. What is meant by vinegar is the old- 
fashioned vinegar—alliker, if you like. 

James Tattersall, grocer, 337, Halifax-road, the 
defendant in the case, said the inspector went into his shop 
on the 29th April and asked for a pint of vinegar. Whilst 
he was getting it he said, ‘What do you call it? Do you 
call it malt vinegar or not?” He replied, “TI sell it as” 
vinegar. I have an invoice guaranteeing it pure and 
genuine.” On the top of each invoice were the words 
“Vinegar from the wood.” He did not know what that 
meant. 

Mr. Tickle: Have you sold malt vinegar ?—Witness : 
Yes ; all I have had before this was malt. 

How much did you pay for this?—I have had it at 63d., 
7d., 73d., and 8d. per gallon. - 

Mr. Leach here examined the invoice, and said he could 
not see the words “ Vinegar from the wood.” 

Mr. Tickle said the initials “V.F. W.” meant that. 
(Laughter.) : 

Mr. Leach: That is not a guarantee ; if it were vinegar 
from the wood it would not be sufficient. 


Mr. Tickle: Do you know what vinegar is ? 
Defendant: I have not scientific knowledge on the 
matter. 


Matilda Tattersall said she was in the shop when the 
inspector went in. Her husband sold the vinegar as 
vinegar. 

After a short deliberation with the Bench, the Clerk said 
the justices would like to hear evidence as to what vinegar 
was. There was none as yet. They were simply summoned 
for selling vinegar. 

Mr. Leach: I submit any article is supposed to have its 
own acceptation. It lies upon the person disputing it to 
prove it otherwise. i 

Mr. Tickle : Oh, no. 

Mr. Cockcroft: You have not proved the vinegar is 
below the ordinary acceptance. 

Mr. Leach: I will do it by the analyst. 

Mr. Tickle: I object to that. The case is closed. 

The Clerk: The justices require the analyst to be called. 

Thomas Stenhouse, borough analyst, was then put in the 
box. He said, in his opinion, the sample was not vinegar. 
Diluted acetic acid was not vinegar. 

Mr. Tickle: You say vinegar is made from malt ? 

Mr. Stenhouse: A large quantity. 

Have you looked for the definition in the Zxcyclopedia 
Britannicar?—No. 

You know it varies according to the source from which 
it is obtained?—Yes. 

If it were obtained from that acid it would have a 
different flavour to malt ?—It would be lacking in the 
usual flavour. 

There are tor ways of making vinegar.—There are 
many ways of making acetic acid. 

The Bench decided to inflict a penalty of gos. and 
costs, including analyst’s costs. 

Mr. Tickle: Will your worships state the point upon 
which you decide the case? 

The Chairman: That the article sold was not vinegar. 

The Clerk : And your guarantee does not apply because 
it says made from the wood. 
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. Mr. Tickle: i give notice of appeal. 

The Clerk: And you will appeal at the Manchester 
Quarter Sessions. 


The analysis by Mr. Thomas Stenhouse was as follows : 
“The sample had a specific gravity 1008°7 (water 1,000), and 


- contained 4°48 per cent. of acetic acid, 0°57 per cent. of 


extractive and colouring matter, o’o8 per cent. of ash, and 
o‘or per cent. of nitrogen. The specific gravity and the 
nature and amount of the extractive matter show that the 
liquid contains 70 per cent. of dilute acetic acid, and con- 
sequently not more than 30 per cent. of malt vinegar.” _ 

_ There was a case against a George Lister on the list, 
but it was adjourned for three months. 


IMPORTANT TO GROCERS, OIL AND COLOURMEN, AND 
SEEDSMEN. 


SEEDSMEN, purveyors of farmers’ requisites, oil and 


' colourmen, grocers, and sellers of artists’ materials had 


better make themselves acquainted with the provisions of 
the Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill while there is time. 
From what was said in the House of Commons lately it is 
evident that the bill aims at strengthening the druggists’ 
monopoly, and imposing further restrictions upon the 
freedom of other tradesmen. ‘‘Chemists,” as they call 
themselves, have no objection to trespassing on the ground 
‘of another man. They sell soap, wine, spirits, tea, and 
what not; but they are extremely jealous of their own 
rights, and are quite ready to extend them at the expense 
of other dealers. If the druggists had their own way no 
one but a druggist would be allowed to sell anything which 
could by any stretch of words be defined as a poison. 
Recent prosecutions have shown that clearly enough. 
Many sheep dips, manures, antiseptics, remedies for insect 
and fungoid pests, anti-fouling compositions, and colouring 
materials are poisons in fact, and may, says Zhe Mewcastle 
Daily Chronicle, if those interested in the various trades 
affected are not careful, be construed as poisons legally. 


THE CONSUMPTION OF HORSEFLESH IN PARIS. 


Tue Paris Municipal Council is now considering the 
advisability of building a special slaughter-house for horses 
on account of the continual increase in the consumption 
of horseflesh. The first horse-butcher’s shop was opened 
in 1866, and in the following year 2,152 horses were con- 
sumed. Last year 14,840 horses, 257 donkeys, and 40 
mules—making a total of 15,137 animals, weighing 
3,743,700 kilos—were eaten by the Parisians. 


THE QUANTITY OF SALT IN WINE. 


AccorpiING to a French law (11th July, 1891, 
Article 25), a wine is “ falsified” if it contains more than 
a gramme (about 15 grains) of common salt per litre 
(12 pints); but since then many wines have appeared with 
more than this proportion, and the question has arisen 
whether they are natural or adulterated. Mr. Bonjean was 
sent by the Government to Algeria, to the province of 
Oran, which contains a number of salt lakes, and made 
wine himself from grapes cut with his own hands. In most 


of the specimens the proportion of salt is from twice to | 


five times that permitted by the law. The fact, says Zhe 
‘Globe, shows that analysts should be careful in prescribing 
regulations about food and drink. 


LOATHSOME “ICE CREAM.” 
PROPOSED GOVERNMENT ACTION. 


A NUMBER of the London Vestries are contemplating an 
appeal to the Government as quickly as possible to 
introduce a Bill dealing with the present system of selling 
ice cream in the streets. An attempt is also to be made to 











SANITATION. 


convene a representative conference in order to select 
delegates to approach the Home Secretary on the subject. 
Several medical officers of health have made exhaustive 
analyses of samples of the cream, and their reports tend to 
show that it swarms with poisonous microbes. It is also 
pointed out that the conditions under which the stuff is 
made and the water used for “cleansing” the glasses are 
in themselves a grave danger to the youth of London. A 
number of important suggestions have been made on the 
subject, the one almost generally accepted being action by 
the Local Government Board to introduce legislation giving 
the local authorities the power to license the vendors and 
regulate the conditions under which the cream is made and 
sold. 


THE ADULTERATION OF FLOUR. 


THE National Association of British and Irish Millers 
met at Buxton, when the Council stated that during the 
past year it had iaken steps to protect the milling trade of 
the country from uniair competition arising through the 
alleged adulteration of pure wheaten flour with maize flour 
and other foreign substances. The Council had caused it 
to be made known that, in the event of any proved case of 
adulteration being brought to its notice, measures would at 
once be taken to prosecute the offenders. Samples had 
been submitted, but no ‘sufficient grounds had been dis- 
covered to justify a prosecution. The Council would 
continue to give this matter its attention. 

As the Food and Drugs Act inspectors throughout the 
United Kingdom who subscribe to this journal have been 
already notified by us, we expect they will succeed where 
the Millers’ Association has failed. 


MR. CHAPLIN FOUND OUT. 


As was to be expected, Mr. Chaplin came in for a good 
deal of adverse criticism at the meeting of the Chambers of 
Agriculture on Tuesday, in consequence of his discouraging 
reply to the deputation from the Chambers which recently 
waited upon him to urge the desirability of stringent legisla- 
tion against the sale of adulterated dairy produce as genuine. 
The report of the Dairy Products Committee of the 
Chambers, adopted at the meeting, begins by expressing 
disappointment at Mr. Chaplin’s attitude. The committee 
state that they are not quite able to follow his allusions 
to the recommendation of the Select Committee in favour 
of the establishment of a Court of Reference to fix standards 
of purity for food, and settle other points of like character, 
and they remark that if, as Mr. Chaplin intimated, an 
Act of Parliament is not required for the creation of such a 
body, the delay in its appointment appears to be the less 
excusable. They reply to his arguments against their pro- 
posal that the colouring of margarine in imitation of butter 
should be prohibited, declaring that there is no evidence to 
support the affirmation that the sale of margarine would be 
spoilt if it were not coloured, pointing out that there was no 
reason to believe that the trade had been seriously injured 
in Denmark, France, and Russia, where the colouring in 
question was prohibited by law. In the course of the dis- 
cussion some strong comments upon Mr. Chaplin’s 
temporising policy in relation to the sale of adulterated 
dairy produce were made by some of the speakers. In 
short, the President of the Local Government Board, who 
used to be regarded by the majority of farmers as a zealous 
partisan, is now very unpopular among them.—Zeeds 
Mercury. 


“NATURE” ON ADULTERATION. 


UNDER the title of ““The Adulteration of Dairy Pro- 
duce,” Mr. R. Hedger Wallace has brought together a mass 
of statistics relative to the quality of the articles which come 
under the above head. ‘The author’s original paper was 
read before the Royal Scottish Society of Arts in Edin- 
burgh, and it constitutes a formidable indictment against 
the conduct of dairying both at home and abroad. The 








Pa 





butter we import, says our contemporary on June goth, is 
apparently frequently shamefully adulterated. The reputed 
pure Normandy and Brittany butters, we are tola, for 


example, have been found to contain as much as from 30 . 


to 40 per cent. of margarine; and not only is this latter 
material employed to swell the volume of first-class butter 
exported to this country from these districts, but butter of 
inferior quality is imported from Central France, Italy, and 
- even Australia, to be 4/ended and forwarded to us as the 
best. Normandy and Brittany butter. Another plan 
consists in importing Belgian butter, which enjoys a by 
no means high reputation, and then shipping it from Calais 
to England as Normandy butter, whilst Australian butter 
is also worked up to sell in London under the Isigny 
mark, a noted brand of Normandy butter. In the space of 
a little over two years it appears that of the samples of 
butter taken at port of entry into this country and analysed, 
Ios per cent. of the Dutch samples were adulterated, 2 per 
cent. of the Danish, 19 per cent. of the German, 53 per 
cent. of the Norwegian, and 7 per cent..of the Russian. 
Unfortunately such adulteration is not confined to our 


friends across the channel, and the practice of 
working up butters, as it is called, is carried 
on at home as well. It is clear that such _ ex- 


tensive adulteration, as Mr. Wallace assures us goes on 
in the butter trade, ought to be energetically dea It 
with by our public authorities. Another important 
matter discussed by the author is the use of antiseptics or 
preservatives to milk, technically known as “ drugging ” the 
milk. We know that the addition of chemicals to milk as 
preservatives is prohibited in France on the grounds of un- 
wholesomeness ; cannot we induce responsible officials in 
this country to bring this matter to the notice of the 
Government, and have such treatment of milk included 
under the head of adulterants? The New York law on 
dairy products, passed in 1893, enacts, among other things, 
“that milk is adulterated to which has been added, or into 
which has been introduced, any foreign substance what- 
ever.” Surely it is time steps were initiated, if not by 
authorities responsible for the purity of our food supplies, 
then by the public themselves, to put a stop to so repre- 
hensible a practice. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT AS IT 
' AFFECTS DAIRYMEN. 


To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION, 





Srr,—I will thank you to allow me to make a few 
remarks upon the position of dairymen under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, and their, claims upon Parliament for 
some amelioration in the new Adulteration Act. I think 
a plain, unvarnished statement of facts, showing the 
difficulties we have had to contend with under the present 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, may assist some of our friends 
in Parliament, whose knowledge and experience of the work- 
ing of this law is very limited, to form more just and equitable 
conclusions with reference to the new Act. The Select 
Committee on Food Products report that in a great many 
cases of milk adulteration the responsibility does not rest 
with a dairyman who has the milk in his possession, but 
with the grower and sender of the milk. This is-an in- 
disputable fact, and the source of all our troubles. 

There has been many congratulations upon the great 
success of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, but from 1875 
to 1879 its success was very doubtful; it was a crude, un- 
finished, imperfect law—harsh, cruel, and oppressive in its 
working. It made the dairyman alone responsible for all 
the adulterated milk that was sold ; it was immaterial where 
it came from, or who adulterated it, the dairyman was 
always the victim; it was here he received that black 
reputation that has taken long years to live down; during 
these four years it was a dead failure; it made cases, and 
gained convictions, but did not reduce adulteration, nor 
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was it likely to do. It began with the wrong party, and was 


persecuting many innocent persons ; but when the Amend- 
ment Act of 1879 were passed, it reduced adulteration by 
leaps and bounds; in fact, it is the real source of the success 
of the Act in diminishing adulteration, and, as proof, out of 
1,267 samples of milk taken in Manchester last year, only 
thirty-two were adulterated. It completely changed the 
position of the dairyman ; he was no longer the scapegoat 
of the farmer, but could work his business in comparative 
safety ; and if the new law will give food inspectors power 
to trace adulterated milk to its source, unjust prosecution of 
dairymen will be a thing of the past. 

I don’t mean to infer that all adulterated milk that is 
sold is sent by the farmer. I have no such thought, for I 
know better. But that adulterated milk is sent by some 
farmers is an indisputable fact. But it is not upon this 
ground alone that I contend the farmer should be held 
responsible for the quality of his milk he sends the dairy- 
man. He has full possession of the milk before the 
dairyman receives it, and has quite as much to do with it as 
the dairyman. The dairyman receives the milk at the railway- 
station ; he has no knowledge of its quality, nor is there 
any possibility of him gaining this knowledge before he is — 
compelled to sell it, but sells it on the faith of the warranty 
that it is pure, unadulterated milk. But if the authorities 
charge the dairyman with selling adulterated milk, he is 
placed in a serious dilemma. He ‘has had sole possession 
of the milk, therefore cannot prove he sold it in the same 
condition as he received it. But the farmer, also, has had 
sole possession of the milk. Under these circum- 
stances, a large amount of suspicion is certain to 
rest upon the farmer who supplied the milk, as 
well as the dairyman. The fact that the dairy- 
man sold the adulterated milk to the inspector counts 
for very little, because it was bound to be so from the 
nature of the dairyman’s business. When adulterated milk 


“has been sold to the inspector it is sure to involve and 


implicate both the dairyman and the farmer who supplied 
him. They are both interested in and concerned about the 
same milk, as both have been connected with it in the 
same way; that is, they have both had sole possession of 
it. So it is a joint responsibility, and the cases must be 
considered together, and, to be just and impartial between 
the two, both samples must be taken. In this procedure 
we take no undue advantage of the farmer, nor have we the 
slightest desire to do so. When a dairyman is charged 
with adulteration, we render him all the assistance we can 
to enable him to prove his innocence ; but if he fails to do 
this, there is an end of the case. The simple facts of the 
case are that unless the dairyman can prove his milk supply 
is adulterated, he is certain to be fined, and so long as 
there is a doubt in the case, he is entitled to the benefit of 
this doubt. If this procedure placed the farmer unjustly in 
jeopardy, it would not be right to use it; but it does not. 
The man who sends his milk in accordance with the 
warranty he sends with it has nothing to fear from 
inspection, but everything to gain by it. 

Our prospects for a new adulteration law this year are 
not very bright, and our hopes for any improvement in the 
dairyman’s position when it does come are still more 
gloomy. We do not seem to have many enthusiastic 
friends amongst the leaders of the parties. I feel we must 
centre all our hopes in Mr. Chaplin. I am sure of this, 
that if he cannot do much for us, he will leave us as he 
found us. Mr. Kearley’s Food Products Bill is simply 
another name for a farmer’s bill; the omissions in the bill 
make the rest of the bill worthless. He repeals the 
Amendment Act of 1879, but gives us nothing in their 
place. Relieving the farmers of all responsibility bring us 
back to the dark days between 1875 and 1879. The 
omissions in the bill are in direct opposition to the Local 
Government Board, to the Select Committee on Food 
Products, to local authorities everywhere, to the public 
analysts, and to the practical experience of dairymen. I 
can only say in conclusion the Lord defend us from 
Mr. Kearley’s Food Products Bill,—Yours, etc., 

ROBERT EDGE. 
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ADULTERATION OF FLOUR. 


THE First PROSECUTION FOR MAIZE IN 
SELF-RAISING. FLOUR. 


As we anticipated a few months ago when we called 
our readers’ attention to the adulteration of flour with maize, 
the Food and Drugs Act Inspectors, who subscribe to Foop 
AND SANITATION, would not lose any time in dealing with 
this and other bread adulterations. The first prosecution 


has occurred at Kidderminster, and grocers and others 


selling self-raising flour would do well to take warning by 





| tions for selling adulterated self-raising flour ; 








the result, and insist on a warranty with their purchases. 
In the Kidderminster case it does not appear that the grocer 
mixed the adulterant with the wheaten flour, but it does 
appear that he is the scapegoat, and suffers in good repute, 
in trade, and in pocket, by the act of the wholesale 
gentleman. 

At Kidderminster, on June 17th, Matthew Strange, 
grocer, of Coventry Street, was summoned on two informa- 
the informa- 
tions laid by Inspector J. T. Cowderoy stating that the 
self-raising flour contained ro per cent. of maize flour. 

Mr. Stubbins (instructed by Mr. Morton, Town Clerk), 
prosecuted, and Mr. Parfitt, barrister, defended. Mr. 
Spencer Thursfield said he appeared for Messrs. D. W. 
Goodwin and Co., of Kidderminster, owing to the similarity 
of their name with that of Messrs. Goodwin, Foster, and 
Brown, Ltd., of Dudley, who would be mentioned in the 
case. Messrs. Goodwin, of Kidderminster, had a branch 
stores at Dudley, and were anxious there should be no 
confusion. 

Mr. Stubbins, in opening the case, said it was the very 
first prosecution in the country, and its object was to decide 
whether self-raising flour should consist entirely of wheaten 
flour. In the present cases two samples had ro per cent. 
of maize flour added, and he therefore submitted that the 
article was not of the nature, substance, and quality as asked 
for by the purchaser. Maize flour was vastly inferior to 
wheaten flour in nourishing qualities. 

Richard Edwards, an employé in the Sanitary Depart- 
ment, said that.on May 5th he went to Mr. Strange’s shop 
and asked Mr. Strange if he sold self-raising flour. He said 
he did, and witness asked what kind he sold, and he said 
“Goodwin’s” and “Comrade.” Witness bought a packet of 
“Comrade” at 33d. 

By Mr. Parfitt: He got from Mr. Strange, as far as he 
could tell, self-raising flour. He did not read the inscription 
on the bag. 

Inspector Cowderoy said he was at the door of the 
shop of defendant when Edwards brought him the packet 
of self-raising flour. He went into the shop and saw Mr. 
Strange. He said to him, “ This is self-raising flour,” and 
he said ‘* Yes.” Witness then divided the parcel into three 
parts, one of which he handed to Mr. Strange. Witness 
asked defendant’s assistant if he had any other sort of self- 
raising flour, and he said, “Only Goodwin’s.”. Witness 
asked how long it had been in stock, and he said, ‘‘a fort- 
night.” The “Goodwin ” referred to was Goodwin, Foster, 
Brown, and Co., Limited, of Dudley. 

Mr. Parfitt said he did not know why there should be 
so much sensitiveness on the part of Goodwin’s of Kidder- 
minster, as this was the first case of the kind, and nothing 
wrong had been done. 

The witness continuing said he bought a packet of 
**Goodwin’s” flour, divided into three parts. “Parts of 
both samples were sent sealed to the borough analyst. 
Maize flour was 22s. 6d. and rgs. per 280 lbs., and wheaten 
flour 30s. gd. in June. 

By Mr. Parfitt: In May he knew the wheaten flour was 
much cheaper than in June. He knew that the figure he 
had lighted on was at the height of the “boom.” It was 
much less now. 

Co]. John Rowland Goodwin, of Kidderminster, a 
member of the National Millers’ Association, said self-raising 
flour ought to be pure wheaten flour, plus the necessary 
acid to raise it. 

By Mr. Parfitt: He did not make self-raising flour, only 
the pure stuff—(laughter)—maize flour was of much less 
nutritious value than wheaten flour. 

Mr. Edward William Taylor Jones, analyst for the 
borough of Kidderminster, and for the county of Stafford, 
proved analysing the flour, each sample of which included 
as a foreign ingredient ro per cent. of maize flour, which 
was much less nutritious than wheaten flour. It was only 
two-thirds of the nutritious value of wheaten, flour. The 
necessary chemicals for raising the flour were allowed. 
What was known as “corn flour” was really maize 
flour. 
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. facilitate the admixture of the alkali with the acid, and 


In cross-examination by Mr. Parfitt, witness denied that. 
the addition of a small percentage of maize flour would 
assist in raising the flour. It would deteriorate the raising. 
He certainly should say that self-raising flour meant 
wheaten flour, plus the necessary ingredients to raise it. 
Maize was not injurious, but it deteriorated the value of the 
flour. It was like chicory in coffee. 

Mr. Parfitt said the object of putting a small percentage 
of maize into the flour was to assist in raising it, and was 
therefore covered by the Act of Parliament. He submitted 
that the purchaser was not in the least prejudiced, as self- 
raising flour was a distinct commercial article, and was not 
sold as pure wheaten flour. 

Mr. F. H. Alcock, analytical chemist, of Birmingham, 
said he knew self-raising flour, which was known com- 
mercially as a distinct article from pure wheaten flour. It 
was usual to put some percentage of maize flour in self- 
raising flour. The main object of doing so was to 


thereby to prevent the loss of carbonic acid gas when mixed 
with pure flour. Maize flour was more starchy than pure 
flour and contained less moisture, thus preventing the 
chemical action taking place which did so in the presence 
of much water. Ten per cent. was a good percentage to 
add to the flour. The difference in the cost was very small. 
Maize corn was a great aid to digestion. Self-raising flour 
was sold differently to flour, and differently labelled. 
There was nothing the slightest degree harmful in the 
maize. All samples of self-raising flour he had examined 
contained maize flour. 

A long technical argument took place, many questions 
being put by the Bench to Mr. Jones and Mr. Alcock. 

Mr. Jones, miller, of Kings Norton, said the average 
price of flour before the boom in April was about 25s. per 
28olbs., but the best would probably be 30s. Best maize 
flour would be 22s. 6d. The boom had gone with Mr. 
Leiter—(laughter)—and wheat now stood at 26s. and maize 
at 24s. 6d. 

By Mr. Stubbins: He sold and made the “ Comrade,” 
and mixed 1o per cent. of maize flour with it. He had 
never met self-raising flour that did not contain maize flour. 

After a short retirement, the Mayor said the Bench were 
of opinion that self-raising flour ought to consist of wheaten 
flour, with the addition of only such ingredients as were 
necessary to make it self-raising. They did not think that 


the addition of ten per cent. of a cheaper article, maize | 


flour, was necessary for making the flour self-raising, and 
therefore fined defendant 5s. and costs in each case. The 
penalty was light, because it was the first case. Counsel’s 
fee was allowed, and the fine and costs amounted to 
49 os. 6d. 

Mr. Parfitt said the Bench would understand that, 
owing to the importance of the case, it might be necessary 
to appeal. 

The Mayor: Oh, certainly. 


“THE INVESTORS’ REVIEW” ASKS SOME SERIOUS 
QUESTIONS OF MR. JESSE COLLINGS, M.P., AND 
THE PETROLEUM COMMITTEE. 


THE latest number of the Jnvestors’ Review says :— 

“In. its issue of Tuesday last the S¢ay newspaper 
brought two charges of the most damning character against 
Mr. Jesse Collings in his capacity as chairman of the 
Petroleum Committee. First, it declared that he was ‘ safe- 
guarding the Standard Oil Trust’ by deliberately delaying 
the issue of the Committee’s Report ; and, secondly, as 
corollary to this, it accused him, on the authority of the 
Times, of incorporating in his draft views practically iden- 
tical with those expounded by the late Sir Vivian Majendie, 
‘an official who was notoriously influenced by the pundits 
of the Standard Oil Trust.’ To allow no one to mistake 
its meaning, the Sav winds up its article in these words: 
‘Mr. Collings is merely quibbling when he professes a 
tender interest in *‘trades which employ petroleum for other 
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mines are exempted from the laws as to explosives. But 
let him not sacrifice the lives of the poor to fill the coffers 
of John D. Rockefeller.’ 

“It is impossible to exaggerate the significance ot 


| language like this applied toa public man. If it has any 


definite meaning, it amounts to an: insinuation that Mr. 
Collings has been ‘bought up,’ ‘nobbled,’ or in some way 
‘squared’ by the Standard Oil Trust. Is he going to sit 
down in supineness under such an accusation? Will his 
colleagues in Parliament allow him to pass it by in silence ? 


A more odious innuendo from all points of view could not 


be imagined, for it implies that this man, who has hitherto 
posed as the friend of the poor—the old ‘three acres and a 
cow ’ champion, in fact—is allowing himself to be made a 
tool of by a foreign trading organisation which cares no 
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purposes than illumination.” Let him exempt them from — 
_ the general law, if he likes, as gunsmiths and quarries and 


more for human lives than if men were no better than ~ 


beetles. Itisa perfectly abominable thing that insinuations 
of this kind should be bandied about so constantly in con- 
nection with the Standard Oil Trust’s murdering and fire- 
raising explosive oils.” ) 

Our contemporary apparently appreciates the potency 
of the millions at the disposal of the gang of convicted 
contrivers of dynamite explosions and arson, wholesale 
bribers of judges, juries, congressmen, senators, blackleg 
journalists, and shining political lights. A dirty scandal is 
now being partly investigated in the telephone monopoly. 
The same gang of hirelings of the most infamous gang of 
scoundrels unhung have worked and are working the 
American low flash oil murderers’ game in England, and 


certain English members of Parliament appear to lose their — 


zeal for the public welfare in a manner somewhat incom- 
prehensible. 


outrages and arson, and the next morning finds them slaves 
of the lamp. Our honourable friend’s constituents will be 
told some plain truths shortly. Parliamentary pimps 
suit Rockefeller, but they stink in the nostrils 
of honest Englishmen. When it comes to the point that 
Rockefeller can apparently realise his boast that he can 
buy our House of Commons to any villainy he needs, the 
telephone scandal, the cordite swindle, and this murder of 
one English, Irish, Welsh, or Scotch human being per day, 
offer object-lessons and reasons for another “ Pride’s purge” 
of our “talking-shop.” The 73 degrees flash-point villainy 
has to be fought, and will be, and if some Aoseurs and 
alleged spotless saints must be shown in all their shameless 
pimpery, there are honest men enough yet in English public 
life to expose the hirelings, confound their knavish tricks, 
and strike a strong blow for the honour, dignity, and the 
well-being of their fellow human beings in the United 
Kingdom. 


THE ANGLO-AMERICAN ALLIANCE MANIFESTED. 


THE AMERICAN Or, GANG BOAST THAT THEY COULD 
Buy A BatcH oF ENGLISH MEMBERS OF PARLIA- 
MENT AND ITS RESULT. 


THE boast of the convicted contrivers of dynamite out- 
rages and arson, that they could buy a part of the English 
House of Commons whenever they wanted, seems to have 
some justification. Not having the key to the secret dis- 
bursements of the gang, we cannot say the precise amount 
paid to secure the lowering of the flash point to 73° F. 
on the occasion when Prof. Attfield and Dr. Letheby pro- 
tested against the private arrangement by which the 
murderous infamy- was accomplished. To-day, however, 
the public is more enlightened, and, cleverly as the hirelings 


They go to some appointment one evening — 
sworn enemies of Rockefeller and his fellow contrivers of 


of the American refuse oil gang jmay think they have | 


concealed their tracks, the 
posed and the venal wretches be 
true light to their constituents. 


shown 
Not only is our national 


villainy must be ex-. 
in their. 


honour involved, but the life of one English person 


roasted alive per day is the price of the blood-money. The 
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| gang of venal politicians who commit the crime of support- 
ing this murder must be exposed and hounded out of a 


_ public life they disgrace. 
pass that American dynamiters and arson-mongers can, 
because they possess millions of bloodstained money, 


We have not yet come to the 


- control England's legislation, and roast its people alive. 
_ There are honest men yet in our House of Commons, and 


the press and public look to these men to make the further 


_use of England as a dumping ground for 40 per cent. of the 
_ American oil gangs’ refuse-oil (the use of which is forbidden 
in the United States) impossible. 


‘THE BRITISH INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC HEALTH. 


|. PusHFUL people who are nobodies and want the public 


_ to believe them somebodies find starting a society as easy 


~ caused Sir Henry to ask if the horse had any faults. 


faults were only two. 


a way to notoriety as any now open. Sensible people have 
for years laughed at the British Institute of Public Health 
and its ridiculous pretensions. Its meetings give its pro- 


“moters a chance of an extra holiday and a little mutual 


admiration, but as regards any real effect on public health 
or dissemination of useful knowledge the gatherings are 
beneath contempt. We attended two annual gatherings, the 
last being at Hull, where unfortunate exhibitors of health 
appliances had an opportunity of explaining their discoveries 
to an audience averaging about nine per day. Nevertheless, 


by “a stir it and stump it,” and blow its own trumpet, this 


institute of ridiculous posers appears to catch an occasional 
provincial medical officer of health. At the last meeting of 
the Pantog Urban District Council the Medical Officer of 
Health, Dr. Essex, incidentally mentioned that he had been 
elected a Fellow of the Royal Institute of Public Health— 
(applause}—and he hoped that this would be the means of 
obtaining useful information for the Council. He would 
also be pleased to place literature of State medicine at all 
times at the disposal of the Council. (Applause.) The 
Council and Dr. Essex.are easily pleased, and it is, perhaps, 
as well for their harmless vanity that they should believe in 
the existence of a literature of State medicine. It would, 
however, be rather awkward if any inquisitive Councillor 
asked to see thé literature. Dr. Essex would find he would 
not require the services of a porter to carry the contribu- 
tions ‘of the Royal Institute of Public Health to State 


‘medicine, a microscope would be requisite to find them ; 


and then they would be like the horse Sir Henry Irving is 
alleged to have bought. Its price was ridiculously low, and 
The 
stable-help confidentially gave the information that the 
First: “ It was hard to catch.” 
“That’s nothing,” said Sir Henry. ‘‘ What’s the other 
fault ?” 

“Well, sir, when you catch him he’s no blooming 
good.” 

Dr. Essex has our sympathy. 


TEA ADULTERATION. 
A Co-OPERATIVE SOCIETY FINED. 


At Glossop County Sessions.on June 16th William 
Booth, secretary of the Compstall Co-operative Society, 
was charged with having on the 15th April last, through 
their manager, Walter Graham, sold to one, Joseph Hewitt, 
4lb, of caper tea, which was adulterated with mineral 
matter, to wit, stone, sand, etc. 

Mt. Middleton, solicitor, Chesterfield, who prosecuted 


.on behalf of the County Council, said the facts were very 


The defendant Society had branches at different 


simple. 
On the 15th 


places, and amongst others at Marple Bridge. 


of April last the inspector from the Derbyshire County 


Council called there and asked to be supplied with ib. of 
caper tea, and this was supplied in two 20z. packets, 
for which he paid the sum of 11d. Having com- 
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pleted the transaction, the inspector told the man” — 


ager who served him that he wanted the tea fo! 


| analysis, and offered to divide it into three parts as require d 


by the Act, and he did so in the presence of the manag €T. 


by opening the packet, mixing the whole, and then dividing 
it into three parts. One of them he left with the manager, 
one he retained himself, and the other was handed over to 
the county analyst. As the result of the analysis, the 
county analyst found the sample of tea to contain four per 
cent. of mineral matter, namely, small stones, sand, etc. 
He (Mr. Middleton) pointed out to the Bench the im- 
portance and seriousness of these cases, and, whether the 
tea was adulterated by the defendant at the shop or not, 
the fact that it was found adulterated was sufficient to 
bring defendant under the Act. . 

Joseph Hewitt, county sanitary inspector, gave evidence 
of the purchase of the tea in question, and of his dividing 
it into three parts. 

Mr, John White, F.I.C., public analyst for the county of 


Derby, stated that he analysed the sample of tea, and found 





it to contain 4 per cent. of mineral matter, consisting of 
small stones and sand. Witness produced a bottle contain- 
ing a portion of the mineral matter. Mr. White quoted 
from the returns of the Local Government Board, showing 
that the adulteration of tea has practicaliy fallen into disuse, 
and that this case was an instance of the revival of an old 
method. 

Mr. W. Thompson, solicitor, Manchester, who defended 
on behalf of the Society, held that his client was not in any 
way responsible for the adulteration of the tea. The tea 
came from China to London, was afterwards bought in the 
ordinary way, and the Society had not the least idea that it 
was adulterated. He might, however, point out that in the 
special preparation of this caper tea in China a little mineral 
matter might have got in which could not be avoided. 
The tea in question was purchased by auction in the first 
instance at the London tea market. There was no warranty 
with it. 

Mr. John James Benson, Manchester, who stated that 
he had been in the tea trade for twenty-seven years, said 
there were various kinds of caper teas. They supplied a 
small chest to the Co-operative Stores at Compstall, from 
which, he believed, these samples were taken. In com- 
parison with Indian and Ceylon there was now a very 
small amount of China tea used. The witness detailed 
the older-fashioned methods in China and the processes 
undertaken with regard to this tea, whereby through the 
leaves being exposed on the ground and a certain quantity 
of gum being used in the process, bits of grit or sand. be- 
came attached to the leaves, and it was impossible after- 
wards to detect it without analysis. 

Walter Graham, shopman, stated that in October last 
they received a box of tea. Witness opened it and com- 
menced to sell it, and when sold from time to time it was 
in the same condition as when received from the firm from 
whom they purchased it. 

This concluded the evidence. 

In reply to the Bench, Mr. White explained the method 
of analysis he used, and stated that in his opinion 1 per 
cent. was sufficient as a maximum of mineral matter to be 
allowed in caper tea. He had analysed many samples con- 
taining less than that amount. 

The Bench imposed a fine of “#1 and costs, including 
the analyst’s fee. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At St. Albans Mr. W. C. Vaisey, the “ Old Bell” public- 
house, Harpenden, was summoned by Mr. W. G. Rush- 
worth, inspector to the County Council, for selling whisky 
containing 17 per cent. excess water, as proved by the 
analysis of Mr. A. E. Ekins. Mr. Wells, addressing the 
Bench for the defence, said this was a rather difficult matter 
to explain. Technically speaking, the defendant was liable 
to conviction if he sold liquor under the minimum proof 
strength, even if he did not know it was under proof strength 
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at the time of sale. The defendant had conducted the “Old 
Bell” for the last thirteen years without complaint from the 


police—he thought the police-would admit that—and further, 


without any complaint from the inspector prosecuting in 
this case. The house had been noted for its spirits, and 
Mr. Vaisey had been very careful to reduce the spirits— 
they were entitled to do that, and all publicans did it, 
possibly for the good of the public—(laughter)—to 22 per 
cent. under proof, thus leaving a good margin. On this 
occasion he had given an order to the distillery for two 
gallons of Irish whisky and a similar quantity of Scotch. 
For some reason or other he was supplied with four gallons 
of Irish, and he retained it. At that time there were 
workmen on the premises making extensive alterations— 
the work had not yet been completed—and in the course of 
those alterations the jars of whisky were removed. In the 
ordinary way Mr. Vaisey reduced two gallons of whisky to 22 
per cent. under proof, and after a time he proceeded to 
reduce, as he thought, the second two gallons, but by some 
mistake he reduced the original two gallons again, and the 
public had the benefit of having one.lot of whisky too 
strong and the other lot too weak. Curious things happen 
in this world, and Mr. Rushworth happened to visit this 
house on this particular day when one jar of whisky had in 
error been doubly reduced. Defendant and his wife were 
both in the house at the time the purchase was made, and 
if the Bench would like to hear their version of the story 
he would put them into the witness-box. The defendant 
had no wish to lose his trade by reducing his spirits a 
paltry 17 per cent. more than he. was entitled to, 
but he would now, through a mistake, have the discredit 
and the odium of having been convicted—the Bench were 
bound to convict—of selling spirits under authorised proof 
strength. He asked the Magistrates to take into considera- 
tion when inflicting the penalty the fact of defendant’s 
thirteen years’ conduct of the house without a single com- 
plaint from the police, excise, or County Council inspector. 
It was a serious thing in the eyes of the law to sell spirits 
below strength, because it was an offence which reduced 
the revenue. It was true the maximum penalty was a very 
high one, but he asked the Bench to regard the offence as 
the result of an accident which might happen to anybody 
in the course of business. 

In reply to a question, Inspector Shore stated that the 
police had had no complaint against the previous conduct 
of the house by the defendant. 

The Bench convicted, and ordered defendant to pay 
#2 7s. 6d. including costs. The licence was not endorsed. 


At Helston, on June 15th, W. J. Thomas, innkeeper, 
Helford, Manaccan, pleaded guilty to selling one pint of 
whisky and one pint of brandy to Superintendent Beare, 
on May 26th, at 2s. per pint, which had been analysed by 
Mr. Kitto, county analyst, and was adulterated with water, 


the whisky 41°47 degrees, and brandy 44°27 degrees under | 


proof, 25 degrees being the standard.—Fined ros. in each 
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mixed with boracic acid —Mr. 
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case, ah costs; 16s.. 6d. in each case, and the costs of 
certificates. ; 
/ 





BORACIG ACID IN MILK. 


At Chester City Police Court on Have 16th, Edward 
Lamb, farmer, Wervin, was summoned for selling milk 
S. Smith, Town Clerk, 
prosecuted, and Mr. F. B. Mason defended. — The 
defendant admitted the charge.—Mr. Smith said Mr. Lowe, 
the city analyst, had certified that the sample contained 
boracic acid to the extent of six grains per pint, which 
quantity would be injurious to the health of young 
children. The Chester Public Health Committee in the 
present case believed the boracic acid had been added to 
the milk in ignorance and through the representations of ae 
traveller in that particular line of business. The prosecu- / 
tion, therefore asked for only a nominal. penalty.—Mr. 
Mason, for the defence, said the defendant put the powder 
in the milk to preserve it on the assurance of a chemist’s 
commercial traveller that it was not injurious and was — 
allowed by Government.—Under these Conditions the 
Bench imposed a nominal penalty of 2s. 6d. and court 
costs. ; 


PROSECUTING THE REAL CULPRIT. 


At Manchester, on June 16th, Thomas Dale, farmer, of 
Peakway, Parwick, near Ashbourne, was summoned at the 
instance of the Manchester Corporation for consigning to 
a Manchester milk dealer, on the 5th May last, milk con-: 
taining 2 per cent. of added water, and Which had been 
deprived of 30 per cent. of fat. The Bench imposed a 
fine of £5 and £2 3s. 10d. costs. Mr. Rook, superinten- 
dent of the Sanitary Department, prosecuted on behalf of 
the Corporation, and the defendant was represented by Mr. 
Richard Brown, solicitor, Stockport. 





BUTTER. 


AT Malling George L. Hawkes, grocer, was summoned 
for selling adulterated butter. Superintendent Lane deposed 
to directing a constable, on the date named, to purchase a 
pound of butter at the defendant’s shop, for which he paid 
one shilling. ‘The next day he forwarded a third part to 
the public analyst, whose certificate showed it to be com- 
posed of 11 1-5 parts butter, and 88 parts foreign fat, it 
being in fact margarine.—He was further summoned under 
the Margarine Act of 1897, for selling margarine without a 
label, showing the purchaser the nature of the article — 
Defendant pleaded guilty, but said it was 4 mistake on the 
part of his assistant, who was not aware he had to mark 
margarine.—The Bench imposed a penalty of £3, including 
costs. 





‘KUOURRUOUWA.~ 


This word is registered and used as 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality 
Articles only, and has become 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa 
made in England on the popu- 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing. 


Packets, 6d., Tins, 4+1/b. 8d, 








Deco van ts ‘OCA 


4 lb. 1/4; 1 1b5.2/8, |e G NENT ant" 


‘“KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 


quettes and ‘*KURRUWA” 
Chocolate Almonds. 


In Fancy Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d. 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked ‘*‘KUR- 
RUWA,”. and if you cannot obtain 
them, write direct to the “KURRUWA” 
Association, 5, George Street, Tower 
Hill, London, E.C. 





ae ~ Ar North London, Messrs. Shaw, Bryant, and Co., — 
Ltd., provision merchants, of 60, High Street, Kingsland, 


wi 
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_ LARD ADULTERATION. 5 


> Had 


a were suinmoned by the Vestry of Hackney for selling lard | 


_ which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 


demanded. Mr. H. T. Tiddeman, solicitor for the Vestry, 


called Sanitary Inspector Punter to say that he went to 


ft 


ee 
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ri 
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the shop of the defendants and asked for a pound of lard. 
He was asked if he would have a small bladder, or a 
- portion of a large one. He said he did not mind which, and 


ae. 2% 


stanf that he had purchased it for the purpose of analysis 


under the Food and Drugs Act. He separated the pound 


into three parts, and took one portion to the analyst. The 
certificate showed that the article contained 20 per cent. of 
-foreign fat, consisting of beef steraine and cotton-seed oil. 
Mr. Kirby, who defended, asked for an adjournment because 
(1) he depended upon the warranty which was received with 
the goods, and (2) his clients had sent their portion to 
another analyst, and had not yet received the certificate. 
_Mr. D’Eyncourt said that if he granted an adjournment he 
should order the defendants to pay costs. Mr. Tiddeman 
asked fora guinea costs. This was accepted. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Worthing, Charles Manwaring, of Broadwater, was 
summoned for selling to P.S. White a certain article, to wit, 
a flask of olive oil, which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded by the purchaser, on May 13th.— 
P.S. White gave evidence as to purchasing the oil for sd., 
and statgd that after he had completed the purchase and 
Manwaring had been informed the oil was required for 
analysis, defendant said it was a mistake to sell it as olive 
oil.—Superintendent Bridge produced the certificate of the 
public analyst, which was to the effect that the sample sent 
him was, cotton-seed oil.—The Clerk read a letter from 
defendant, in which he explained that the oil was sold by 
his assistant by mistake, and while he (defendant) was 
attending to the telegraph instrument.—The magistrate 
imposed a fine of ros. and tos. costs. 
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THIRTY-SEVEN SERIOUS CASES AND TWO DEATHS 
_ FROM POISONOUS ICE CREAM. 


Mucu consternation has been caused in a populous 
district of: Antwerp by a large number of persons having 
been poisoned, it is supposed, through eating ice cream 
sold in the streets by Italian hawkers. 

Two ‘persons have died, and thirty-five women and 
children are in hospital suffering from the effects of the 
poison. 


DEATH FROM TINNED SALMON. 


AN inquest was held at Tunbridge Wells, on June zoth, 
touching the death of Mary Anne Mills, wife of a gardener, 
who died on Saturday from the effects of eating tinned 
salmon. -Deceased and her husband partook of the fish on 
Friday, and in a few hours both became ill. The husband 
recovered, but the wife died after terrible suffering. The 
inquest was adjourned to enable the public analyst to make 
an examination. 


AMERICAN BORACIC-CURED HAMS. 


ON June 15th, at Yarmouth Police-court, John Briston, 
ham and bacon dealer, appeared to a summons for exposing 
for sale ham and bacon which was unfit for human food. 
The Town Clerk prosecuted, and Mr. W. Joseph 
defended. 

The Town Clerk stated that the summons against 
¢ 
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| defendant was for exposing 50 smoked hams and 2 3 flitches | 
_ of bacon which were alleged to be unfit for food. 


In case 


_ defendant sought to show that other hams, not the subject 


of this case, were sound and. good, he should claim the 
right to afterwards call rebutting evidence to show that hams 
sold by defendant previous to the seizure were bad. 
Inspector Hassall said that on May 28th he was in the 
Market Place, and his attention was drawn to a stall from 
which a man named Blakemoor was selling hams at from 
1s. 6d. to 2s. 6d. each. He examined them, and found 
several to be soft and flabby, emitting an offensive smell. 
From the appearance he judged that they were bad before 
being smoked. He then called in a veterinary surgeon, 
who went to the stall and ordered witness to remove fifty 
hams and twenty-three flitches of bacon to the Town Hall. 
Defendant told him previously that the stuff belonged to 
him, that he was very sorry, that it was a bad _ job, 
and invited witness to have a drink. At the Town 
Hall the meat was placed in a cell, and Mr. Lovewell 
Blake, J.P., invited to inspect it. Defendant camé at 
the same time, and also Dr. O’Farrell. The doctor 
and Mr. Blake used _ witness’s penknife, which was 
thrust into the bacon, and Dr. O’Farrell said he found 
nothing amiss with it. Dr. O’Farrell then said he 
would meet Mr. Shipley at the Town Hall at six o’clock in 
the evening. Subsequently witness saw Mr. Shipley, and 
asked him to make a further examination. He cut up a 
quantity of the meat, thrust skewers into it, and took‘one 
piece away. He returned when Mr. Blake was there, ‘and 
the latter suggested that the Medical Officer of Health 
should see the meat. Dr. Bately was fetched, and made a 
minute examination. Then Mr. Blake signed an order 
condemning the meat, and instructed witness to destroy it. 
Witness accordingly destroyed the hams and _ bacon. 
Cross-examined: He first passed defendant’s stall on 
Saturday morning at eleven o’clock, and he did not then 
observe the hams and bacon. He did not pass it again 
till 1.30, when he found an auction going on. The stall 
was loaded with hams, flitches of bacon, and cheeses. 
There was a big crowd round the stall, and he saw 
one ham sold. The hams did not appear to be good, sound, 
plump stuff. They were not mildewed, but they were fresh 
smoked, and that was very suspicious, especially as the 
hams were much shrunken and some of them dried in 
appearance. He did not consider every fresh smoked ham 
that was dried to be bad. When he got close to the hams 
he found that they smelt. He was at once certain that they 
were unsound, but he did not stop the auction, and fetched 
Mr. Shipley. No one had called his attention to the hams. * 
No hams were cut open for him by defendant, but Mr. 
Shipley cut several. A good ham should be firm to the 
touch, solid, and the muscles well set. ‘The ham produced, 
a long cut marked No. 3, was naturally soft, but he would 
not condemn it. That ham had not been smoked, and 
it was soaked, not dry cured. ‘The hams he seized 
were not softer than that, but between twenty and thirty 
were putrid. Probably they were putrid because diseased 
before pickled. It was not possible to remove the signs of 
putridity or disease from a ham. All the hams seized were 
unfit for food. Those not putrid smelt very offensively, 
pungent rather than faint. The smoked ham _ produced, 
No. 2, did not smell pungent, and he would not have 
condemned it had it been upon the stall. The piece of a 


| cut ham produced by defendant he should not like to eat. 


He would not purchase it, and he considered it unfit for 
human food. None of the hams seized were as good, 
however, as that sample. The larger portion of that seized 
did not require to be cut open to test it. He knew 
defendant had a store in Middlegate Street, where 
he hung hams and bacon, but witness made no search 
there for any more putrid hams. When Dr. O’Farrell 


_saw the hams in the cell he said he saw nothing 


wrong with them, and that he should want to see 
Mr. Shipley about them. He invited Dr. O’Farrell 
to see the stuff again on Tuesday, but he stated 
that he did not want to see them again. On Tuesday 


night the hams and bacon were buried at Gorleston with 


-carbolic acid and quicklime. 
for food. He was aware of what boracic acid cured hams 
were and that there were prosecutions on the ground |: 
that the’ acid was an adulterant, and penalties inflicted. 


Rijery: sighe’ piece was. unfit 


_ He knew nothing of the test case at Pontypridd, reported 


tive. 


in the Grocer of June 4th. Boracic acid cured hams 


should have no smell. 


Mr. W. Shipley, veterinary surgeon, said that he saw 


‘the hams and bacon complained of first on defendant’s 
stall. 
_ removed to the Town Hall for examination. 


He was not satisfied with their condition, and had them 
He carefully 
examined every ham by cutting, using skewers, handling, 
and the sense of smell. The structure of the flesh was 
very soft, the bones soft, the skin corrugated and dried, and 
the smell so bad. One piece he took to his house and 


cooked. The result was a horrible stink, and he threw the 


piece away. He did not consider any of the bacon fit for 
food. 


Cross-examined: He did not test the meat micro- | 


scopically. He did not consider the meat diseased, but 


‘putrid before it was smoked. There were various stages of 


putridity, and he found decomposition in the structure of 
the hams. The piece of the ham produced, No. 3, he did 
not consider bad. The meat seized was lighter in colour 
and softer. 
with the hand through decomposition. ‘The No. 2 “long- 
cut” ham was quite different from what he condemned. 
Of the twenty-two pieces of bacon he saw four or five, and 
they were unfit for food. Tainted hams would not pickle, 
and it was not possible to remove the signs of disease or 
putridity. 

Re-examined; If a ham was bad no curing would make 
it good. 

Inspector Hassall, recalled, said that on the Wednesday 
following the seizure two women brought him hams, which, 
they stated, they bought of defendant, and he condemned 
them. They were soft, smelt badly, and their general 
appearance and condition was bad. These two he had 
kept and produced for examination by Drs. O’Farrell, 
Moxon, and O’Connor. Dr. O’Farrell took a portion away. 
The remainders he now produced for inspection in Court, 
and the chairman, having smelt the ham and then been 
asked to also smell a skewer, declined, stating he had seen 
quite enough. Inspector Hassall added that they had been 
kept in a well ventilated place. 

Mr, Shipley, asked to examine these portions of hams, 
said they were certainly unfit for food. 

Cross-examined : His decision was founded on the con- 
dition and consistency of the flesh, which broke away when 
pressed. The finger could readily be inserted into it, owing 
to decomposition. 

Dr. John Bately, Medical Officer of Health, said that on 
May 28th he inspected the hams and bacon seized. He 
examined all the meat piece by piece. ‘The hams were 
shrunken and shrivelled. and had an offensive odour. They 
were soft, flabby, and more or less decayed. He considered 
them unwholesome and unfit for food. The two hams 
purchased of defendant, and afterwards brought to Inspector 
Hassall, were quite as bad as those seized. The piece, 
cooked, shown him was also more or less decayed. There 
was decomposition in the centre, and he detected an odour 


of putridity. The second similar piece.shown him was 
also unfit for food; it was putrid, and had very strong 
odour. 


The Chairman—What is the difference between that 
ham and high game? Witness—I cannot tell. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Joseph—Or venison P—I do not know. 

Cross-examination’ resumed—He could not say much 
about boracic acid cured hams. It might be possible to 
sophisticate hams so as to disguise putridity. The bams in 
question were a poor, decayed sample, but he could not 
state their age. 

This was the case for the prosecution, and the Court 
adjourned for lunch. 

On the Court reassembling Mr. W. Joseph, in defence, 
said that defendant had traded for sixteen years at Yarmouth, 





| Spectors.. - 
of twenty cases. of American mild-cured hams, and bore ithe 
States Government seal. 
The acid was used as a Preserva- \ 
that hams sold on the same .day as the seizure were per- 
-fectly good by those who had bought and partaken of them. 
Boracic acid was used to: preserve the meat, and in the close 





The tissue of the muscle broke when touched | 


' There were thousands of hams eaten worse than that. 








btherio without tie east com he bi is waecetee engaged 


in trade at other towns. 
-The meat in question was part of a‘consignment — 


Other bacon from >the same ‘con- 
signment still. in defendant’s possession: was sound, and also 


packing it might be that a few hams at the bottom of the 


case, and the result would be to dry and colour them. On 
their arrival they were smoked, and the effect of the boracic 
acid would be to make them more pungent. As to the two 
hams subsequently condemned he had medical-evidence to 
prove that they were sound at the time, but the weather had 
since affected them. .These hams were bought . at.3d. 
per 1b., but it did not follow because they were. cheap. that 
they must be bad. 


He: purchased: his: supplies in 
. Smithfield Market, which was closely watched. by thein- 
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case became more impregnated than those at the top of the 


. Dr. C. O’Farrell, surgeon to the Post- office and District | } 


Medical Officer to the Guardians, said he examined ‘the 
hams and bacon with Mr. Blake, J.P., and came to the 
conclusion that there was nothing the matter with them. 


They were soft and dark-coloured, but there was no sign or — 


smell of decomposition, and he considered them sound and 
wholesome. The hams were cut so that he could see the 
inside. He expected to meet the veterinary surgeon in the 
evening, but he was not present. The hams and bacon 
were not such as he would eat himself, but they were fot 
unwholesome, unsound, or unfit for food, and there were no 
signs of disease. On June 6th, with Drs. O'Connor and 
Moxon, he inspected two bams which Inspector Hassall 
had at the Town Hall. 
sound, and fit for human food. He took a portion home, 
cooked it, and breakfasted from it the following morning. 
The remainder (produced) he considered wholesome, and 


-would undertake to eat it without any fear of ill-conse- 


quences, though he did not suppose it would be very tasty. 
A8i¢ 
course it was not a first-class ham. He also breakfasted 
from a sample of the second ham, and the piece (produced) 
was certainly not putrid, but wholesome, and fit for food. 

The ham No. 2 was not a ham he would choose to eat, but 
it'was not unwholesome or unfit for food. 

Cross-examined—The odour from the hams was char- 
acteristic, but did not indicate putrescence. 

Dr. J. O'Connor, Medical Officer of Health at Lowestoft, 
said he saw two hams at the Town Hall, Yarmouth, on 
June 6th. One of these hams he considered a perfectly 
sound article of food. Of the other he took a piece and 
made a microscopical examination, but he found no sign 
of any putrefaction or disease. He was present when 
Dr. O’Farrel cooked the sample of No. 1 ham, and it gave 
off the characteristic odour of boracic cured hams. The 
sample of No. 2 was cooked with the same result. He 
afterwards saw some similar hams in a house in Howard 
Street, one of which was cooked and the others cut. They 
were perfectly sound, and one was being eaten. 

The Chairman said that very often in a box of Norway 
herrings, which were cured by boracic acid, some would be 
found very bad and the others perfectly sound. 

Dr. A. H. Moxon, who stated he was for some years 
assistant to the Medical Officer of Health at Milford Haven, 
and had experience of food inspection, said that on 
June 6th he examined two hams at the Town Hall and con- 
sidered them fit for human food. The flesh of one was 
firmer than the other, and any person with an appetite 
could safely eat of either. He put them in the category of 
coarse, but wholesome, food. The odour given off during 
cooking was like that from a red herring. 

Jas. Ringer Hewett, manager for Mr. F. Broom, Central 
Market, London, said ‘he had sold in Smithfield for twenty 
years. His firm did a large business in hams and .bacon, 
and especially American. cured hams. They sold: from 


1,000 to 2,000 ‘hams weekly, and these were principally © 


mild-cured hams, cured with borax or boracic acid, The 


They were free from any odour, 
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taste for'these hams had grown up in the last fifteen years. | 


Each ham had brine injected by an air pump, and when 


_ the hams were packed boracic acid was spread over them in 


ie 


> 


_ layers. . The boracic acid acted as an antiseptic and 


preservative. — . 


_ .« The Chairman: I have seen a good deal of things pre- 


served with boracic acid, and I should not like to eat any. 
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- Witness, continuing, said the firm received twenty cases 
of-these particular hams and defendant purchased four. 
No complaint whatever was received until defendant 
reported the seizure. Had defendant returned the hams as 
bad, the. money paid would have been allowed. That 
morning he examined twenty or thirty flitches of bacon at 
defendant’s shop, and they were perfectly good. All the 
samples produced that day he considered perfectly good. 

Horace William Anderson, employed by defendant, said 
that he unpacked all the hams, which he tried when they 
were taken out of the cases before hanging them up. He 
had never heard any complaints. There were between fifty 
and sixty flitches of bacon in the shop on Saturday, the 
28th, about twenty of which were sent up to the shop. 

Alfred Ceiley, stall-keeper in the Market Place, said that 
he assisted to remove the hams from defendant’s stall on 
the 28th ult. He handled each of the hams, but did not 
detect anything wrong with them. - He had cooked and 
eaten hams from the same stall and found them all right. 
The Sanitary Inspector came up to the stall, and witness 
offered to cut up a ham for him, but he said he didn’t want 
one... The ham (produced) was not one that. he had 
bought on the 28th, but he cooked one that had been 
returned, and found it perfectly good. 

W. H. Blakemore, auctioneer, said that he sold some 
hams-on May 28th for defendant. They were sorted out 
at defendant’s shop. He also examined some _ bacon, 
twenty-six flitches being sent up to the stall for him to 
sell. He bought one of the hams before the sale, and 
cooked a portion of it, and was satisfied that it was good. 
He saw the hams taken away by the inspector, but he had 
not detected. anything the matter with them. The ham 
(produced) was one of those returned on the same night, 
-and was quite sound. 

_ James Dunn said that he was present at an auction in 
the market place on the 28th May. He bought a ham and 
took it home, where it was cooked and eaten. The only 
smell about it was the smoke. 

Mrs. M. A. Bland, shopkeeper, Howard Street, said that 
she bought a portion of a ham, some of which she sold, 
and cooked the remainder. She had had no complaints 
from customers. by 

Alfred Neale, Fuller’s Hill, said that he was present at 
the auction on the day in question and bought a piece of 
bacon, the remainder of which he produced, and was 
perfectly good. Witness here took out a knife, cut off a 
piece of the bacon and ate it, amid much laughter in court. 

_Arthur Ellett also deposed to buying a ham, which 
was. cooked and eaten at his house by his family and 
friends. 

Mr. B. W. Lacey, butcher, said that he had had experi- 
ence in smoking mild-cured hams. He had seen some of 
the hams in court, and he pronounced samples Nos, 1 and 
2 as being perfectly sound and wholesome. 

Cross-examined—These hams were imported green, and 
smoked on arrival. He could not tell ifa ham was sound 
before trying it. -Mild-cured hams could not be expected 
to keep so. long as home cured meat. 

‘The magistrates retired to consult, and on their return 
to court, 2 OB ; t 


The Chairman said the question of the public health. 


was. of the greatest importance. It might be very 
advantageous. that the poorer classes should be able to 
purchase meat at a cheap rate, but, at the same time, it was 
a very important matter that meat should be good, although 
it might be coarse. They were not disposed: to think that 
any special blame attached to the defendant, believing that 
he unwittingly sent bad meat into the market to be sold. 
They paid special attention to the expert evidence offered, 
the majority of which was on the side of .the prosecution. 
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The magistrates had come to the conclusion that the 


prosecution was a very proper one, and were of opinion that 
the meat. seized was unsound and unfit for human food. 
Defendant was liable to fines amounting in all to nearly 
£400, but they decided to deal more leniently in the present 
case, and inflicted a fine of #10, including costs (which 
amounted to £7 4s.), or in default one month’s imprison- 
ment. A fortnight was granted for payment. 


GROCERS TAKING PRECAUTIONS AGAINST 
ADULTERATION. 


THE Metropolitan Grocers’ Association have, somewhat 
late in the day, issued the following notice to their 
members : 


“THE SALE OF FOODS AND DRUGS ACTS. 
“INSTRUCTIONS TO MANAGERS AND ASSISTANTS. 


“In order that the provisions of the Food and Drugs 
Act, Margarine Act, the Merchandise Marks Act may be 
fully complied with, the following regulations must be 
strictly carried out in this establishment : 

“ Coffee.—Where coffee is asked for at a price at which 
pure coffee cannot be supplied, tell the customer distinctly 
that we have no coffee at that price. State clearly what is 
the lowest price of pure coffee and what are the prices of 
mixtures. In selling mixtures take care that a wrapper with 
the words, ‘his is a mixture of chicory and coffee,’ is used, 
and that the wrapper is so folded that these words are plainly 
visible. The same scoop must not be used for both pure 
coffee and mixtures. 

“ Cocoa.—If cocoa is asked for take care that it is sup- 
plied. If a mixture is required take care to state that it is 
chocolate powder, and see that the packet in which it is 
supplied is properly labelled. 

** Sugar.—If Demerara sugar is asked for, true Demerara 
must be supplied. If you have no Demerara at the price 
required, take care to state this, and if you supply yellow 
crystals, let the consumer understand clearly that they are 
yellow crystals. 

“ Vinegar.—If malt vinegar is asked for, malt vinegar 
must be supplied, and not acetic acid or wood vinegar. 

** Sago.—Small (or pearl seed) tapioca must not be sold 
when sago is asked for. The purchaser should be told 
that the article is tapioca and not sago. 

“ Olive Oil.—lIf olive oil is asked for, take care to 
supply it. Cottonseed oil must not be sold when olive oil 
is asked for. 

“The manager and assistants are required to make them- 
selves fully conversant with the above regulations; any 
breach of them will render the offender liable to instant 
dismissal. 

* List of articles which have been the subject of adul- 
teration prosecutions: Citric acid, tartaric acid, arrowroot, 
beeswax, baking-powders, bread, butter, camphor, castor oil, 
chocolate, cheese, citrate of magnesia, cocoa, cornflour, 
coffee, cream of tartar, drugs of all kinds, ginger, glycerine, 
honey, isinglass, jams of all kind, jellies, ketchup, 
lard, linseed meal, liquorice, margarine, marmalade, milk 
(fresh or condensed), mustard, oatmeal, lucca oil, olive oil, 
preserved peas, pepper, pickles, sago, seidlitz powders, soda 
water, soups, spices, spirits, sugar, snuff, tapioca, tobacco, 
tea, preserved vegetables, vinegar, wines.” 





“THE MARGARINE AND MERCHANDISE 
| MARKS ACTS, &c. 


“INSTRUCTIONS TO MANAGERS AND ASSISTANTS. 


“Tn order that the provisions of the Food and Drugs~ 
Act, Margarine Act, and Merchandise Marks Act may be 
fully complied with, the following regulations ‘must be ~ 


| strictly carried out in this establishment : 


“ Butter.—When butter is asked for at a price at which 
no pure butter is in stock, the customer must be distinctly 
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informed that we have no pure butter at that price, and 
must be told what is the lowest price of pure butter. To 
prevent mistakes, the butter, when on the block, must be 
kept quite apart from the margarine. 


“* Margarine.—All margarine and mixtures must be sold. 


as ‘margarine.’ Every tub, cask, or basket containing 
margarine must be marked with the word ‘ Margarine.’ 
In keeping margarine in stock, take care that it remains in 
a branded or marked tub, and do not take off the mark or 
detach the label. Margarine, when exposed for sale, must 


bear a label with the word ‘ Margarine’ in letters one and 


a-half inches square. Care must be taken not to let the 
label fall off when the lump is in cut. Keep duplicate 
labels, so that when you are washing down or cleaning 
the labels the lump may never be without a label. 
To. prevent mistakes, let every lump of margarine 
on the block be labelled, even though it is not 
exposed to the view of the customer. Margarine, when 
handed to the customer, must be delivered in a wrapper 
bearing the word ‘ Margarine.’ Take care that the parcel is 
so wrapped that the word is plainly visible. Special notice. 
—By Section 5 of the Margarine Act, if any offence is com- 
mitted by an assistant the employer may summon him as 
the actual offender, and the assistant may be subjected to a 
penalty instead of the employer. The proprietor is deter- 
mined that the Act shall be fully observed in this establish- 
ment, and will summon any assistant who commits any such 
offence. The manager and first provision hand must take 
care that a sufficient stock of labels and wrappers is always 
kept. 

** Bacon, Ham, and Cheese.—If Irish, Wiltshire, or any 
other particular class of bacon or ham be asked for, take 
care to supply it. If you cannot supply what is asked for, 
say so distinctly, and also state what is the class of bacon 
or ham which you can supply. Similar care must be taken 
in the supply of cheese. Never be induced, even by the 
express request of a customer, to put a false description of 
bacon or any other goods upon the invoice or receipt for 
them. 

“ Perishable Goods.— Managers are instructed that in 
the event of receiving or having in stock any goods of a 
perishable nature that have gone bad either by accident or 
injudicious stockkeeping, and are unfit for human food, 
they must at once withdraw such goods from stock pending 
instructions as to their disposal, and they must not on any 
account expose such goods for sale or keep them on the 
premises. These remarks apply principally to pork, 
brawn, sausages, rabbits, and such goods as green fruit, 
onions, blown tinned goods, and any other articles of 
similar nature. 

“The manager and assistants are required to make 
themselves fully conversant with the above regulations ; 
any breach of them will render the offender liable to 
instant dismissal.” . 


GROCERS AND THE USE OF BORACIC ACID. 


DEPUTATION TO THE MANCHESTER HEALTH 


COMMITTEE. 


A DEPUTATION, representing the Manchester, Salford 


and District Grocers’ Association, waited upon the members | 


of the Sanitary Committee of the Manchester Corporation 
at the Town Hall on June 13th, with reference to the use 
of boracic acid as a preservative. The object of the de- 


steps in the way of prosecuting retailers of bacon and 
butter preserved with boracic acid, but to stay their 
hand until a standard has been fixed by the medical 
authorities connected with the Board of Trade. 
It was pointed out that at present there was a 
great conflict of medical opinion as to the wholesome- 
ness or otherwise of boracic acid as a preservative. It was 
asserted by some authorities that it was injurious when used 
beyond a certain limit, and that a small quantity was per- 
fectly harmless. Boracic acid had been in use as a pre- 














servative for beset jears withoug any injurious alice so 
far as could be ascertained. The Grocers’ Association were 
anxious to meet the Wishes of the authorities: They desired 
to uphold the honesty and integrity of the ‘grocery and 
provision trade, and it was claimed that, owing to 


and District, much benefit had resulted, and - Manchester, 
in particular, enjoyed an enviable reputation for the 
purity of the goods which were retailed to the public for 
consumption. Alderman Smith and Mr. Fildes received 
the deputation very courteously, and commented favourably 
upon the wisdom of the course they had adopted. ‘They 
said, in effect, that the views of such men as Mr. Williams 
and Mr. Bratt, who were traders of long experience, would 
greatly facilitate the department in arriving-at a correct 
decision, which would be alike satisfactory to the retailer 
and the consumer. They promised to give the matter 
their serious consideration, although they could not 
make any definite statement as to the course which would 
be adopted. Shia 


i 


THE ADULTERATION OF DAIRY PRODUCE. 


UNDER the above title Mr. R. Hedger Wallace has pro- 
duced in pamphlet form a very valuable contribution he 
made to the Society of Arts, Edinburgh, in December last, 
on the adulteration practised by our dairy produée purveyors, 
home and foreign. In a concise form the result of investi- 
gations made in various countries by consuls and others are 
given. 


BORAX AND BORACIC ACID FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 


A COLLECTION of opinions of eminent and non-eminent 
scientific gentlemen in favour of quack-drugging of foods 
has been sent us. Its title is: Boron Food Preservatives, 
and their Influence on the Human Organism. Publishers: 
Perkins, Bacon, and Co., 69, Fleet Street, London, E.C. 
Price 6d. Mr. Redwood, of Red Lion Square, who is a 
PLD.) PLC dic.s., and another thing or two, opens with 
a eulogy of "borax and boracic acid preservatives. The 
last issue of Zhe Caterer also recommends borax. 

' Our contemporary says: ‘Cockroaches are so great a 
nuisance in hotels and catering houses that any effective 
destroyer is worth trying. It seems that a mixture of 
powdered borax and brown sugar spread round about the 
haunts of the festive beetle will tempt free consumption, and 
result in quick death to the pests.” 

The Caterer's advice is apparently the outcome of 
experience, and would seem to show that borax has at least 
one legitimate use—for killing cockroaches. We do not 
object to it as a vermin killer, but we certainly do object to 
it as a drug in food, even though it be vouched for py Mr. 
Redwood. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


ANALYSIS IN ABERDEEN. 
To the Editor of Foop AND SANITATION. 


DEAR S1r,—I observe in your Journal of June 4th a 
paragraph devoted to analysis in Aberdeen, in which the 





| city is made to appear in a ridiculous light. 
putation was to ask the Committee not to take any active | 


You are quite mistaken as to the facts on which the 
paragraph is founded. The sum of £17 1s.: paid to the 
analyst was not paid by the Zows Council of Aberdeen, but 
by the County Council of Aberdeen for an analysis within 
the county and outside the city. 

The sum paid last year by the Czy of Aberdeen to the 
public unalyst was £113 10s. 6d. for analysis-done within 
the city. 

I trust you will put this right in the next number of 
your Journal.—I am, yours faithfully, 

KENNETH CAMERON. 


to the — 
action of such associations as the Manchester, Salford 
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f owing rates :— 
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FIRST BLOOD FROM THE AMERICAN OIL GANG. 


THE crusade we began some years ago against the sale 
of the murderous refuse 73 degrees American oil is bearing 
fruit. ‘Thanks to the strenuous assistance of Zhe Star, The 
Chemical Trade Journal, Reynolds's Newspaper, and other 
journals, certain members of Parliament, who were willing 
to play the game of Rockefeller’s pimps, knew that their con- 
duct would be the subject of some plain speaking to their 
constituents, and despite the Standard Oil Company’s 
wealth, and the shameful uses to which it has been put, a 
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ray of the Petroleum Committee has recommended — 


the raising of the flash point from 73 degrees to 100. To 
even secure this step has necessitated a long and bitter 
struggle, it being five years since we first exposed the 
villainy and showed the true characters of its authors. The 
men who stood up for the saving of English people from 
being roasted alive did so at great personal risk and loss. 
Professor Attfield, who preferred to lose the handsome 
emoluments attached to the post of chemist to the 
Petroleum Association rather than be a party to murder ; 
Mr. Steuart, the able chemist, who pitted science, truth, 
and courage against official corruption and Rockefeller’s 
millions ; and the journals who have assisted in righting the 
villainy, may reasonably feel gratified with ourselves that 
truth has at last prevailed. To save one human being 
per day from being roasted alive is not as profitable 
as joining in Rockefeller’s plunder, but the men and the 
journals we name preferred their honour to be unstained, 
and to safeguard the lives of their fellow-men. They can 
therefore claim that they uphold the highest ideals of 
science and journalism. For the prostituted gang of 
hireling scientists, political pimps, and journalistic panders 
who have lied, bribed, and lobbied for the American oil 
gang, they have earned the contempt of all honest men. It 
now rests with the Government to bring in immediately a 
short Bill and make it law before the present session closes. 
As such an enactment means saving some 500 lives and 
thousands of pounds’ worth of property between now and 
next session, the Bill should be brought in at once, as was 
done in Plimsoll’s load-line case. 


THE LOW-FLASH REPORT. 


The Times of June 25th says: 

“The Petroleum Committee decided yesterday, by eight 
votes to six, to recommend the raising of the flash-point 
from 73 degrees to 100 degrees. 

“Tt may be recalled that when the question was 
proposed last week that the draft report submitted by the 
chairman (Mr. Collings) be read a second time paragraph 
by paragraph, and an amendment was moved to substitute 
the name of Mr. Ure for that of the chairman—the basis of 
Mr. Ure’s report being the raising of the flash-point—the 
amendment was rejected by eight votes to five. 

“Two members of the committee, however—Mr. Harold 
Reckitt and Mr. Compton Rickett—who supported Mr. 
Collings at the:outset, have now thrown in their lot with 
Mr. Ure ; and it was the transference of their votes yester- 
day and the presence of Mr. Tully, a high-flash advocate, 
who was absent when the first division was taken, which 
changed the chairman’s majority of three into a minority of 
two. 


Por. 73": For 100%. 
Mr. F. Flannery Sir T. Gibson Carmichael 
(Shipley div. Yorkshire). (Midlothian). 
Sir E. Hill (Bristol, South). | Mr. A. Cross 


Mr. Kenyon (Bury, Lanc.). 

Mr. Pollock (Spalding). 

Mr. Royds (Rochdale). 

Sir Benjamin Stone 
(Birmingham, East). 


(Camlachie, Glasgow). 
Mr. M‘Killop (Stirlingshire)§ 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Tyneside). 
Mr. Reckitt (Brigg). 

Mr. Rickett (Scarborough). 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim). 
Mr. Ure (Linlithgowshire). 


Mr. Jesse Collings (Bordesley Division of Birmingham) 
did not vote. 

The paragraph upon which issue was joined was that in 
which Mr. Collings invited the committee to recommend 
the adoption of the present flash-point—namely, 73 degrees 
(Abel), as the dividing line between petroleum oil and 
petroleum spirit. More than one of the members who 
voted against Mr. Ure’s amendment would have supported 
a compromise—indeed, Sir Benjamin Stone and Mr. Kenyon 
both handed in amendments with this object, the former 
proposing go degrees, and the latter 85 degrees in substitu- 
tion for the chairman’s 73 degrees. But Mr. Ure and his 





% a 
3 6 ee ee 





PURE, WHOLESOME, DELICIOUS. 


BIRD’S 
CUSTARD 


POWDER 


The unfailing resource of every Lady of the House and 
successful Housekeeper. 
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friends would make no concession ; and the result is that 
instead of presenting to the House a practically unanimous 
recommendation in favour of raising the flash-point to 
85 degrees or go degrees the committee recommend by a 
bare majority that the 100 degrees test be adopted. 


THE BIRMINGHAM MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH ON 
BORIC ACID IN FOOD. 


IN a report just issued, Dr. A. Hill says: 

Of ninety-seven samples of butter examined fifteen were 
adulterated with foreign fat, boric acid being also present 
in thirteen of them. Of the remaining eighty-two samples 
thirty were adultered with boric acid; in one case seventy 
grains per pound was present and the vendor was pro 
secuted and fined. At the hearing of the case I gave 
evidence that boric acid was a drug having powerful 
physiological effects, and that in my opinion the regular 
continued use of the butter was liable to have an injurious 
effect on either the skin, heart, kidneys, or digestive system. 
I pointed out that boric acid differed from salt in having 
very little taste, and the consumer therefore would not be 
able to tell if an excess of it was present; that a micro- 
scopical examination of the butter showed numerous 
crystals of boric acid, these crystals being in the solid state 
were useless for the preservation of the butter, although 
exerting the same physiological effect when swallowed as if 
they were in solution. I stated that I had found the drug 
in cream, clotted cream, bacon, pork-pie, sausage, polony, 
ham and tongue, and pickled tongue, and that if its use 
were permitted there was a great danger that a considerable 
and dangerous amount of it might be daily taken without 
the knowledge of the consumer. The addition of pre- 
servatives to butter is unnecessary, as it will keep good for 
several weeks and if deposited in a refrigerator it will do so 
indefinitely. Dr. A. P. Luff, of the Home Office, also gave 
evidence. He stated that five cases were recorded in 
which the surgical use of boric acid had produced death ; 
he considered that if half a pound of the butter were 
regularly consumed per week, the five grains per day of 
boric acid thus taken would depress the heart, irritate the 
kidneys, and produce disorders of the alimentary canal. 
He would advise that the use of boric acid in food should 
be prohibited. Dr. C. T. Vachell, Physician to the Cardiff 
Infirmary, gave evidence that in his practice he had found 
that regular doses of five or ten grains of boric acid given 
to adults had produced eczema and necessitated the dis- 
continuance of the remedy fora time. He considered that 
it Should not be used in food at all. The magistrates fined 


the defendant £1 and £5 costs in addition to the court 
costs of 16s. 6d. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Newbury, on June 24th, Anthony Charles, landlord 
of the “ Pigeons” publichouse, Cheap Street, was summoned 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, for selling 





gin below the registered birecen on the 26th Mev Mr. 
F. Q. Louch, solicitor and Town Clerk, appeared to 
prosecute for the Corporation, and Mr. iGharles Lucas © 
defended. 

Mr. S. J. Lee Vincent, Inspector of Nuisances for the — 
Borough, stated that on May 26th he went to the “Pigeons” — 
and asked for half a pint of gin, which was served to him ~ 
in a pewter. Witness gave a portion of the gin to the land- — 
lady, and sent another portion to the appointed analyst for — 
the Corporation, whose report (produced) showed that the 
spirit was 45 degrees weaker than permitted. 

Mr. Lucas said that the spirit in question was purchased 
on May 1oth from the Newbury branch of the Chesham — 
Brewery, and at that time a request was made by the 
defendant that a permit should be sent with it. The 
permit was sent, and from this it appeared that the gin was 
17 degrees under proof; but the defendant had further 
“broken down” the spirits in the usual way, according to 
the tables supplied by the brewery, thinking he was only 
bringing it within the required strength. He called Mrs. 
Ellen Charles, wife of defendant, who deposed that she had 
kept the “ Pigeons” for five years, and she did not obtain 
the spirits from her brewers, but from the Chesham 
Brewery. On May roth she gave the manager an order for 
spirits, and asked him to send the permit with it. The 
spirits and the permit arrived the same day, and in her 
presence water was added to the gin in sufficient quantity to 
reduce its strength a further 15 degrees. 

Mr. Edward Garrett, the manager of the Chesham 
Brewery Branch, said they stocked three qualities of gin, 
and that sent to the defendant was marked 17 degrees 
below proof in error, whereas it was actually 30 degrees 
under proof. The ‘mistake arose through an_ incorrect 
entry in the books handed over to the Chesham Brewery 
Co., who had only recently purchased the business. 

The Chairman told Charles that the Bench were bound 
to punish him, as people must be supplied with what they 
asked for, and he hoped these proceedings would act as a 
warning to people in similar positions. Charles must pay a 
fine of £1, including costs. 


At the Bearsted Police-court, on June 20th, Horace Joy 
was summoned for selling, to the prejudice of the pur- 


‘chaser, John Charles Johnson, a half-pint of rum which was 


not of the nature and substance demanded, on May 14th, 
at Chart Sutton. The sample in question was 1.48 degrees 
under the legal limit. Defendant was fined £1, with ris. 
costs. 


At Truro, on June 27th, Robert Taylor, of the 
“ Dolphin” Hotel, was summoned for selling brandy 34 
degrees below the legal limit. Mr. F. W. Nalder defended.— 
In defence, Mr. Nalder said the brandy was taken from a 
gallon purchased from the merchant by defendant, on which 
the profit would be 6s. It would have needed a gill of 
water to dilute it to the amount indicatea, and that would 
only have yielded an added profit of sixpence. He asked 
the magistrates to decline to believe a man would risk his 
character and holding by such a foolish action. Evapora- 
tion doubtless accounted for the state of the spirit.— 
Defendant said he tested the remainder of the brandy with 
a hydrometer, and found it to be between 24 and 25 
degrees. Water was never added by him or his assistants. 
This particular brandy had been two months in stock. 
When it was delivered he believed it was 22 degrees under 
proof.—Witnesses for the defence stated that spirit was 
served out from measures used for beer.—The Chairman 
(Mr. J. James) said the analysis showed deterioration in the 
brandy to the extent of 6} degrees, which appeared to be 
considerable during only two months.—Fined ros. 6d. and 
costs. William Hankins, of the ‘‘ White Hart” Hotel, 
was also fined ros. 6d. and costs for selling gin 23 degrees 
below the legal standard. 





MARGARINE. 


JAMEs WHITNEY, 131, Derby Street, Bolton, was charged 
under the Food and Drugs Act, at Bolton, on June zoth, 
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_ with selling margarine without enclosing it in a wrapper 
bearing the words “margarine” upon it.—Mr. J. H. Hall 
_ prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and Mr. Withers, 
of Blackburn, defended.—Inspector Spencer, on May 26th, 
sent a lad with .a note into defendant’s shop, asking, 
amongst other things, for 13 Ibs. of best butter. The lad 
was served, but as he was leaving the shop the inspector 
_ stopped him, and, securing the parcel of goods, entered the 
_ shop, and intimated the butter was intended for analysis. 
On being analysed the butter was found to contain 65 per 
cent. of foreign fat to butter. Defendant had been fined for 
a similar offence at Bury, and he (Mr. Hall) had been 
instructed by the Corporation to press for a heavy penalty 
_ as a deterrent to such as the defendant, who naturally made 
 alarge profit out of the business.—Mr. Withers admitted 
_ that a technical offence had been committed, but submitted 
in mitigation that the master was at the mercy of his servant 
in such matters. In the present case the margarine was 
supplied in mistake for butter by a lad, and he asked the 
Bench to be as lenient as possible under the circumstances. 
—The Bench felt that they could not overlook the 
offence, nor treat it lightly. A fine of £20 and costs 
would be imposed, and the advocate’s fee was also 
_ granted. 


Sampson NIxon, grocer, Longton, was summoned for 
breaches of the Margarine Act. The inspector’s assistant 
called at the shop and asked to be supplied with some 

_ butter, which he pointed out. Mrs. Nixon told him that it 
was a mixture of margarine, and she supplied him with a 
portion of it. The assistant then informed her that the 

sample was required for analysis, and pointed out that the 
paper in which it was served bore no printed indication 
that the article was margarine and that the bulk was not 

- labelled as required by the Act. Mrs. Nixon replied that 
they had neither a large label nor printed papers, and that 
she did not think they were necessary, as they only solda 
few pounds of margarine weekly. The Bench imposed a 
fine of 40s. and costs for each of the two offences. 


INSANITARY ICE-CREAM SHOP. 


-  JosEPH PELoslI, purveyor of milk, 321, Gairbraid Streets 
Maryhill, was charged at the instance of the Glasgow 
‘Sanitary Authorities, on June 22nd, with having occupied as 
a sleeping place a room behind his shop which was in 
direct communication with it. He pleaded not guilty. 
Mr. John Lindsay, clerk of police, prosecuted. Inspector 
Paxton spoke to visiting the premises during the night and 
finding the accused in bed, while his wife bore evidence of 
having just risen when witness knocked at the door. 
Accused stated to witness that he had gone to a new house 
that was damp, and that the doctor had ordered him to 
sleep in the back shop till the house was sufficiently dry. 
His Lordship remarked that it was an extraordinary thing 
that a doctor should have given such advice. Witness also 
stated that ice-cream was made in the back shop—a state- 
ment that was denied by the witnesses for the defence, 
who further stated that while accused was sleeping in 
the back shop the door connecting it with the shop had 
been boarded up.—Mr. Lindsay, who prosecuted, said the 
case showed the necessity for getting ice-cream shops under 
proper control.—The Sheriff said that the light that had 
been thrown upon the domestic arrangements of people in 
this line of business showed how very necessary it was that 
the law should be strictly enforced. Where there was any 
chance of such unhealthy surroundings as those they had 
_ heard described, it was extremely desirable for the health of 
the people who indulged in ice cream that measures should 
be taken to secure that that particular dainty should not be 
prepared in such premises as they had heard described. 
_ He would ask the Procurator-Fiscal to make some investi- 
gation into the discrepancy that existed between the evidence 
of the two witnesses for the defence and the evidence given 
_ by the police-constables. He was inclined to make a severe 
example of this case, and he imposed the full penalty 


of £5. 
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OFFENCES AGAINST THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT AT 
LONGTON. 


At the Stipendiary’s Court at Longton on June 22nd, 
Walter Lockett, grocer, of Longton, was fined £3 and 
costs for selling as coffee a mixture which contained 3o per 
cent. of chicory, and an assistant in his employ, named 
Chell, was ordered to pay costs.—William Gothan, farmer, 
of Lightwood, near Longton, and his son William were 
summoned for selling milk which was not of the substance 
and quality demanded. The analyst’s certificate showed 
that 16 per cent. of the cream was absent. Gothan, sen., 
was fined £5 and costs, and his son was ordered to pay 
the costs in his case.—Sampson Nixon, of New Street, 
Longton, was fined 4os. and costs for supplying margarine 
in an unlabelled wrapper, and was mulcted in a like penalty 
for exposing for sale margarine which did not bear a label. 
—Henry Wood, grocer, of Florence, was also fined 4os. 
and costs for having a pair of scales which did not conform 
with the Act. 


FORTY-FOUR CASES OF BLOOD POISONING IN KENT, 
AND THE MILK IS SUSPECTED. 


A MYSTERIOUS epidemic has broken out at the village 
of Saltwood in Kent, where forty-four persons are suffering 
from symptoms of acute blood poisoning. 

The origin of the outbreak is a mystery, but consump- 
tion of impure milk is suspected. 


CONDENSED MILK. 
A WARNING AT SWINDON, 


At Swindon Petty Sessions, Mr. Bevir said there were a 
number of cases which were brought by the Wilts County 
Council against tradesmen in Swindon for challenging their 
right to sell under the denomination of condensed skimmed 
milk that was really condensed separated milk. With a 
view to giving the defendants time to correspond with the 
wholesale houses—the Council’s object being to protect the 
public and not punish the retailers or injure the wholesale 
houses—he asked that the cases should be adjourned for a 
fortnight. Mr. Withy, who appeared for nearly all the 
defendants, consented that that course should be taken.— 
The magistrates assented to the application. 


MILK. 


At Swindon Petty Sessions, William Rebbeck, of Shaw 
Farm, Lydiard, was summoned for selling new milk not of 
the nature, etc., demanded, at Swindon on May 14th.—Mr. 
H. Bevir prosecuted, and Mr. A. E. Withy defended.—Mr. 
Sam Smith said he purchased a pint of new milk froma 
servant of defendant, who was selling in Deacon-street. 
A portion was sent to Dr. Dyer, on whose analysis the 
prosecution was based.—Replying to Mr. Withy, the in- 
spector said he had taken numerous samples from Mr. 
Rebbeck’s milk and hitherto it had always come out all 
right.—Mr. Withy argued the difficulty of forming an 
absolute standard of the quantity of cream which should 
come from a cow.—Henry Rowden and William Rebbeck, 
defendant’s son, gave evidence to show that the milk was 
not tampered with from the time it was taken from the cows 
to the time it was sold to the purchaser.—Rebbeck said he 
could only account for the poorness of the milk by the fact 
that it was always more poor during the month of May 
than any other month. The herd was a mixed one.—The 
magistrates retired, and on returning said they would 
impose a fine of 1os, and 18s. 6d. costs. 


Wituam Hawkins, of 38, Clifton Street, Swindon, 
was summoned for selling milk not of the nature demanded. 
—He pleaded guilty.—-Mr. H. Bevir, who prosecuted, stated 
the inspector bought a pint of skimmed milk, the analysis 
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of which showed 20 per cent. was water or extraneous | t 


matter.—Defendant stated he had been in the business for 
thirty years, and could not account for the poorness of the 
milk.—Fined £1 and 17s. 6d. costs. 

At Evesham, George Cole, market gardener, etc., Vine 
Street, was charged under the Food and Drugs Act 
with selling milk adulterated with water to the extent of 
17 per cent. on May 27th.—Mr. New appeared for defen- 
dant and pleaded not guilty, remarking that the business 
was entirely in the hands of Mrs. Cole, who was present.— 
Archibald Harker, schoolboy, aged thirteen, was called by 
P.S. Yarnold, and said that at 7.50 a.m. on the day named 


_ he went to Mr. Cole’s on instructions from P.S. Yarnold. 


He saw Mrs. Cole, and asked her for half a pint of new 
milk. She gave it him out of a large jug. which was 
on the table and he paid a penny. He handed the 
milk to P.S. Varnold at the door. Cross-examined 
by Mr. New: He told P.S. Yarnold his evidence last 
Friday and he (Yarnold) wrote it down.—P.S, Yarnold 
said that on the morning in question he gave the last 
witness 3d. and a jug to buy a half-pint of new 
milk, and received it at the door of Mr. Cole’s house. He 
took it back into the hall, and asked the boy, in the 
presence of Mrs. Cole, what he had asked her for.. He 
said a half-pint of new milk.. Witness then told Mrs. Cole 
it had been purchased for analysis. Mrs. Cole said that if 
she had known for whom it was she would have fetched 
some from the cellar, as she had put some of the last night’s 
into the jug. He then divided it into three parts and sealed 
them up, leaving Mrs. Cole one part, keeping one part 
himself, and delivering the third part to Dr. Swete at Wor- 
cester the same day. He produced Dr. Swete’s analysis, 
which showed that the milk was composed of not 
more than eighty-three parts milk and not more 
than seventeen parts water. Cross-examined by Mr. 
New: The boy had been similarly employed before, 
but not by him. He did not measure the milk.— 
Mr. New, in his address, said that his client would have 
pleaded guilty had he been charged with selling milk 
deficient in fat (the analysis showing a deficit of about 1-10th 
per cent. of fat), but he would certainly plead not guilty to 
adulterating with water.—He called Mrs. Cole, who said 
the boy asked for half-a-pint of milk. She gave him more 
than half-a-pint for a penny. She would think about half 
the milk in the jug had been skimmed once, being the 
night before’s milk. She sold mixed milk for 2d. a quart. 
—The Bench, on returning, said they were of opinion 
that the case was proved but that there was no deliberate 
adulteration.—Fined tos. and ris, 6d. costs. Charles 
Payne, dairyman, Littleworth Street, was charged with 
a similar offence on the same date. He pleaded not 
guilty. — Archibald Harker said that on the day in 
question he went to Mr. Payne’s house in Littleworth Street 
with a jug and 3d. and asked for half a pint of new milk, 
paying a penny for it. He then gave it to P.S. Yarnold.— 
P.S. Yarnold said that at half-past seven in the morning he 
instructed Archibald Harker to purchase half a pint of new 
milk from Mr. Payne, of Littleworth Street, and found 
him a jug and gave him 3d. Witness accompanied the boy 
into Littleworth Street, where Mr. Payne’s milk-cart was 
standing outside his house. The boy went up to the door, 
and in a few seconds Mr. Payne came out of his house. He 
heard the boy ask for half a pint of new milk. There was 
a woman waiting to be served. Mr. Payne got into the 
cart and supplied the woman and the boy. Witness re- 
ceived the milk from the boy, and then told defendant that 
it was for analysis by the public analyst, and asked 
him if he wished to keep a part. Defendant said he would, 
as he was sure the milk was good, and also allowed witness 
the use of one of his rooms in which to divide it. Witness 
divided it in his presence. Defendant then said if he had 
known what it was for he would have given it him out of 
the large can. Dr. Swete’s analysis showed that the milk 
contained genuine milk not more than ninety-six parts, 
added water not more than four parts. — Defendant 
emphatically swore the milk had had nothing added to or 
taken from it. He never mentioned a big can. He thought 





was such a lot of wet about at the time, even in the gas. He bs : 


had always sold good. milk. He used to have it from Mr. 


Fined 5s., to include costs. 


Ar Kidderminster, John Thomas Dixon, Tanwood, 
Chaddesley, 


May 27th. Mr. Sydney Vernon, of Birmingham, appeared — 


for defendant.—P.C. Iles proved buying a pennyworth of iM 


was charged with selling adulterated milk on — 


- Morris’s cow, and that was about the best he ever had.— _ 


ts 


bh 
& 
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milk from defendant’s man, Job Coley, who was delivering — 
it at Chaddesley. The man at-first said he was short of — 
milk, but witness pressed him for it, and said he wanted ~ 


new milk. The man said it was that morning’s 
milk. Witness then went through the prescribed form 
of dividing the milk, and sealing three bottles containing 


portions of it, in the presence of defendant’s man.—Dr. » 


Swete’s analysis showed that the milk contained 15 per 
cent. of added water. — Mr. 
had not only been injured 
had been defrauded by his servant, who had also 
defrauded the customers. Defendant was the victim of a 
trick. Coley had been in his employ for many years, and 
was thoroughly trusted. Hehad no suspicion that anything 
was wrong till the summons was served, but Coley, being 
taxed by Mr. Dixon, jun., about it, admitted having put 
water into the milk and pocketed the profit he made by so 


in his reputation, but 


Vernon said defendant — 


doing. He therefore asked the Bench not to do more than — 


impose a very nominal penalty. Henry Ernest Dixon, son 
of defendant, said Coley had been in his father’s employ for 
over 20 years. For six years he had delivered milk, and 
they had no suspicion. He was no longer in their 
employ. They took a sample of milk from the dairy 
when Coley returned, but their solicitor advised them 
not to go to the expense of having it analysed. 
Miss Dixon said that on the day in question she delivered 
the milk quite pure to Coley, who, upon his return, 


accounted for exactly the quantity she measured out to him. | 


Job Coley, who attended on subpoena, was told by the 
Clerk he was not bound to incriminate himself, but, in 
reply to Mr. Vernon, he said he milked the cows on the 
morning in question, and afterwards received the milk from 
Miss Dixon. He delivered it, and admitted having put a 
drop of water into it, about a pint and a half, behind the 
school-house. He had been discharged from his situation 
and his house. The Bench accepted the explanation 


offered, and said, while defendant was not morally guilty, — 


he was technically responsible for the act of his servant. 
He would therefore be convicted, but no penalty would be 
imposed beyond the payment of costs. 


At Fenny Stratford, Joseph Coleman, farted of 
Bletchley, was summoned for offering for sale adulterated 
milk on May 13th, the same containing five per cent. 
added water. 

Supt. Lait, sworn, said: I am an inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act for the county of Bucks. On the 13th 
of May, I saw the defendant’s young man delivering milk in 
the town. I asked him for a pint of new milk, and I was 
supplied, paying 13d. for it. I told him I had purchased 
the milk for analysis, and divided it into three parts. One 
part I gave to the defendant’s man; another I kept; and 
the third I forwarded to the public analyst. I produce the 
analysis, which states that the sample of milk contained 
five per cent. of added water. The analyst allows seven 
per cent of added water, and the five per cent is an addition 
to that quantity. 

Defendant—I added no water, nor have no knowledge 
of it. I was no party to that additional water. 

Supt. Lait—You are responsible for it. 

Defendant—I always warn my men to be careful. 

Fined 5s. and £1 1s. 6d. costs. 


At the North London Police-court, the North Derby — 


Dairy Company, Hornsey Road, were summoned for having 
sold milk with five per cent. of added water. Charles 
Stranger said that he had control of the dairy, and had no 
knowledge of any adulteration. Mr. D’Eyncourt said that 


he noticed that it was a limited liability company, and 
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/ ‘therefore the secretary was the person to plead. This 
_ gentleman was not present, neither was a Mr, Adams, who 
was said to be chief in the concern. Mr. Brewis, coal 





of the quality demanded.—Deputy Chief Constable Jones 
stated that he purchased samples of the drugs named from 
the defendant’s servant, and they had been analysed by Mr. 





eat 


_ merchant, here came forward and said that he, on behalf of 


Mr. Adams, would accept the responsibility. He had no 
pecuniary interest in the concern, though he collected the 
money taken at the dairy and forwarded it to Mr. Adams. 
So satisfied was Mr. Brewis that there was nothing wrong 
with the milk that he paid for an adjournment of the case, 
so as to get independent analysis of the third portion of the 
sample. : 


BLOOD-POISONING BY MILK IN KENT. 
Dr. Rosinson, the Medical Officer of Health for East 


- Kent, who has been investigating the extraordinary epidemic 


of blood-poisoning which broke out at Saltwood, near Folke- 
stone, a few days ago, stated on Saturday that he had 
ascertained that the poison had been conveyed by milk. 
About fifty persons are said to have been attacked with the 
disease. 


IMPORTANT TO MILK SELLERS. 


At the Watford County Court, James Timms, a milk- 
man, of Watford, sought to recover damages from Arthur 
Spiers, farmer, of Leighton Buzzard, for breach of contract. 
In the first instance both men were summoned for adultera- 
tion. Timms had complained to the inspector of the poor- 
ness of the milk, and a summons against him was dismissed, 
while Spiers was fined £25, including costs. An analysis 
showed from 17 to 21 per cent. of added water. Timms 
now complained that his trade had suffered. Spiers attri- 
buted the poorness of the milk to the cows being fed on 
roots, and emphatically denied adulteration ; but the jury 
decided against him, and awarded Timms £15 damages. 


BREAD PROSECUTIONS AT SWINDON. 


CHARLES KENT, of Clarence-street, Swindon, baker, 
pleaded not guilty to selling bread otherwise than by 
weight on June 3rd.—Mr. H. Bevir prosecuted, and said 
the loaf was over an ounce short, showing either gross 
carelessness or an extremely short quantity of dough put 
in the oven in the first instance.—Mrs. Emily Forrest stated 
she purchased the loaf for Mr. Smith, the inspector, she 
paying 37d. for it—Defendant: Did you ask for a small 
loaf ?—Witness: I believe so.—Defendant: That’s it; if 
you ask for a small loaf we don’t weigh it ; if you ask fora 
large loaf we weigh it.—Mr. Sam Smith, the inspector, said 
the loaf was 1oz. 3dr. short of 2lbs. It was new bread 
and at its maximum weight he should think.—Defendant 
said that was not so, and a loaf lost an ounce in twelve 
hours.—The Clerk: If people will take a loaf after it has 
been weighed, very well.—Defendant: If they had asked 
for a 2lb. loaf they would have got it. If you go into a 
public-house and ask for a glass of beer you don’t get a 
pint. Ask the chairman (laughter).—He was fined £1 and 
gs. costs.—Defendant asked for time, but the magistrates 
refused.—The Clerk told defendant to behave properly, 
and received the reply “I can’t; it’s rotten.” He said 
he would “go down,” but the magistrates said they would 
issue a distress. 


JOsEPH PONTING, of 9, Milton Road, Swindon, was 
summoned for a similar offence.—Mrs Forrest and Mr. 
Smith again gave evidence, the inspector stating the loaf 
was 13 drams under z2lb.—In defence Mrs. Ponting said 
she simply sold Mrs. Forrest a loaf she had put on one side 
for her private use to oblige her.—Fined 1os. and gs. costs. 


DRUG ADULTERATION. 


At Wrexham on June 2oth, Evan Stephens, provision 
dealer, etc., New Broughton, was charged under the Food 
and Drugs Act with selling spirits of nitre and tincture not 


Low, of Chester, who. certified that they were considerably 
under the strength prescribed by the British Pharmacopeeia. 
—Mr. Wynn Evans, for the defence, said the defendant 
only opened his shop last September, and did not know 
anything about drugs, which he bought from a Liverpool 
firm and sold them exactly as he received them. He hada 
letter from the firm, which he should like the Bench to 
read.—The Bench did not consider they ought to read the" 
letter, and the defendant was fined £2 53s., including 
costs, 


MUSTARD. 


At Reigate, Frederick Sargent, of Station Road, 
Earlswood, was summoned at the instance of Mr. J. P. 
Humphrey, inspector for the Borough of Reigate, for selling 
mustard which was not of the nature, quality, and substance 
demanded.— Dr. C. J. Grece prosecuted, and Mr. T. Bacon 
Phillips defended.—Mr. Humphrey said that on May 18th 
a little girl went into the defendant’s shop for half a pound 
of mustard, which she purchased and brought to him. He 
went into the shop and told the person who served the girl 
what he wanted the mustard for, and divided it in the 
usual way, leaving a portion for Mrs. Sargent. On being 
analysed it was found to contain 20 per cent. of flour, 
and traces of temeric.—May Haybittle deposed to being sent 
into the shop on May 18th by Mr. Humphrey for the 
mustard. On being questioned by Mr. Phillips, witness 


admitted that she also asked for +Ib. of coffee, but was told 


that they had no pure coffee ground, but she could have 
coffee mixed with chicory if she liked.—For the defendant, 
Mr. Phillips said that until recently Mr. Sargent had always 
dealt with a firm who had supplied a genuine article, but, 
being sold out of it, and a fresh traveller happening to. call, 
he ordered a keg to go on with, and paid a good price for 
it. Mrs. Sargent opened the keg in his absence. Good 
mustard could be had as low as 6%d. per lb., and as 
defendant paid 8d. and gd. for it, the Bench would see that 
he ought to have had a good article. Unfortunately the 
invoice did not arrive with the mustard, or it would have 
been shown that it was not sold as pure mustard. Under 
these circumstances, he asked the Bench to deal leniently 
with the case.—A fine of ros. and costs was imposed. 


THE SALE OF POISONOUS COMPOUNDS. 


IMPORTANT PROSECUTION AT CASTLE- 
BELLINGHAM. 


At Castlebellingham Petty Sessions, on June 24th, ~ 
there were four summonses against Mr. James Cannon for 
keeping open his shop for retailing and dispensing poisons 
within the meaning of the Act—viz., Calvert’s carbolicacid and 
M ‘Dougall’s sheep dip—describedas ‘‘a poisonouscompound | 
containing carbolic acid ;” for dispensing poisons generally, 
he not being properly qualified according to law; and 
for selling carbolic acid without having his name and 
address labelled on the bottle. There were three similar 
summonses against Mr. S. Butterly, the specific poison 
alleged to have been sold by him being a “ poisonous com- 
pound containing morphine—to wit, Medcalf’s cough 
syrup.” The summonses were brought at the suit of 
Sergeant M‘Donagh, Inspector of Food and Drugs, &c. 
The prosecution was conducted by Mr. Day on behalf of 
the Pharmaceutical Society. Mr. W. H. Brown, B.L. 
(instructed by Mr. W. L. B. Cochrane), appeared for Mr. 
Cannon, and Mr. Dickie for Mr. Butterly. The first sum- 
mons heard was that against Mr. Cannon for selling car- 
bolic acid. The sergeant proved the purchase of a bottle, 
and, though it was proved for the defence that this was the - 
only bottle of the carbolic acid in the defendant’s shop, 
that it was procured for private use, and that no other bottle 
of the kind was ever before sold, the magistrates held the 
offence proven and imposed a penalty—the minimum 
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penalty—of £5. It appears that carbolic acid has only 
been “‘a poison within the meaning of the Act” since last 
year, and that no notice had been given to the public that 
it is illegal to sell it, except a publication in the “Dublin 
Gazette.” The remaining three cases were withdrawn 
by Mr. Day, on the suggestion by the Bench that 45 was 
sufficient penalty. Mr, Brown said he was prepared in 
the case in reference to M‘Dougall’s sheep dip to prove that 
the compound is not a poison at all. Mr. M‘Dougall him- 


_self was in court, and he was prepared to examine Professor 


Tichborne—who gave evidence for the prosecution in the 
other cases—to prove that it was nota poison. Counsel sub- 
mitted that the case was a most important one, as great 
numbers of the country shopkeepers sell this compound to 
farmers ; and if it was held to be a poison within the 
meaning of the Act any one of these not being a registered 
pharmaceutical chemist was liable to he hauled up. He 
asked permission to examine Professor Tichborne. The 
Court held that, the case having been withdrawn, it would 
be irregular to go into any evidence. The Chairman said 
the fact of the case being withdrawn put the defence in the 
strongest possible position. The cases against Mr. Butterly 
were then gone into. Professor Tichborne proved that the 
bottle of cough syrup purchased from the defendant con- 
tained two-fifths of a grain of morphine—a dose sufficient 
to kill a child or a delicate man or woman, if any of these 
For the 
defence it was contended that the amount of morphine 
contained in a bottle would not kill anyone, being less than 
half a grain, which is the maximum dose for an adult. The 
Bench held the case proven, and imposed a fine of £5 in 
one case, the others being withdrawn. 


COFFEE. 


At Newcastle-on-Tyne, on June 25th, Jos. Redhead, 
Scotswood, was summoned for having sold coffee adulterated 
to the extent of 59 per cent. of chicory.—Supt. Spratt said 
he visited the defendant’s shop at Scotswood, and asked for 
a quarter of a pound of coffee. The wife or daughter said, 
“We have two kinds.” He said, ‘‘I want coffee, not 
a mixture.” He was supplied with a quarter of a pound, 
for which he paid 4d. When analysed, it was found to 
contain 59 per cent. of chicory.—The son of the person 
summoned said that Jos. Redhead had been dead three 
years. The business was carried on by the widow. They 
did not sell more than a pound of chicory a week, and it was 
bought as a mixture.—A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 
—Gilbert Jardine, grocer, Scotswood, was charged with 
having sold coffee adulterated with 43 per cent. of chicory. 
—Superintendent Spratt said he asked Mrs. Jardine for a 
quarter of a pound of coffee. She said, ‘‘ What kind do 
you want? We have two kinds, one of which is mixed with 
chicory.” He said he wanted pure coffee, and she supplied 
him with a tin, which she said was the only pure coffee she 
had in the shop. It was analysed, with the result stated. 
Next day he found on the tina label, which said it was 
French coffee mixed with a small proportion of chicory.— 
Mr. G. Robson, for the defence, said, if Mr. Spratt had 


. used his eyes, he would have seen that it was described as 


a mixture.—The Bench imposed a fine of 5s. and costs, 
remarking that Mrs. Jardine must have known when she 
sold the coffee that it contained chicory.—The Bench 
said they would allow a case to be stated, on a point of 
law, as to whether the intimation on the tin was sufficient 
notice. 


BATTERSEA VESTRY AND COFFEE ADULTERATION. 


WITH respect to a summons against a tradesman who 
was alleged to have retailed coffee adulterated with five 
per cent. of chicory, a summons against him being dis- 
missed by the magistrate with £2 2s. costs, the Somerset 
House authorities having certified that the sample was pure 
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coffee, the Public Analyst appeared before the Vestry, and S 


explained his position in the matter. He pointed out 
that the sample analysed by the Somerset House authorities 
was not the sample analysed by himself—the quantity 
purchased was divided into three parts, one for the vendor, 
one for the Inspector, and the other for himself. It is 
quite possible that the sample analysed at Somerset House 
was pure and that which he analysed adulterated with five 
per cent. of chicory, for it was extremely difficult to mix 
chicory and coffee in such a way as to distribute the 
adulteration throughout the mass. 
in which there had been serious difference between public 
analysts and Somerset House. 

The Vestry appeared satisfied with the explanation 
given. 


PROSECUTIONS IN STAFFORDSHIRE. 


At Newcastle-under- Lyne, Walter Lockett, grocer, 
Longton, was charged with selling coffee which was found 
on analysis by the county analyist to be adulterated with 
30 per cent. of chicory. Mr. R. T. Adderley, who appeared 
for the defence, pleaded guilty to the charge, and explained 
that Mr. Lockett kept two receptacles, one fof pure coffee, 
and one for a mixture of coffee and chicory. During the 
defendant’s absence, his assistant supplied the mixture in 
mistake. The defendant was fined £3 and costs. The 
assistant, Arthur Chell, a boy, who was also summoned as 
the actual seller of the article, was ordered to pay costs. 
William Gotham, farmer, Lightwood, and his son, William, 
were charged with selling milk from which 16 per cent. of 
the cream had been removed without disclosing the fact to 
the purchaser. The elder defendant alleged that the milk 
was sold just as it came from the cows, and urged that the 
quality of milk varied with the weather. He was fined 45 
and costs, and his son was ordered to pay costs. 





WHAT IS DEMARARA SUGAR P 


At Godstone Petty Sessions, Daniel William Farrance 
and William Henry Mummery were summoned. The case 
against the former was heard first.—Evidence as to the 
purchase of the sugar was given by Cecil Eveleigh, who 
stated that he asked for one pound of Demarara sugar, and 
was served by an assistant, named Walter West, from a 
drawer. He paid 13d for it—Mr. Talbot Kyle, county 
inspector, said that on the day in question, the sugar having 
been bought for him by the last witness, he went to the 
shop and divided it with defendant into three parts. One 
part he gave defendant, one he sent to Dr. Stevenson, the 
county analyst, and the third he then produced. |. Dr. 
Stevenson analysed the sample sent him, and his report 
was that it was composed of foreign dye, a trace ; moisture, 
1% per cent, ; sugar crystals, 984 per cent. It was yellow 
crystals dyed to represent Demarara sugar. It was 
not cane sugar, but was produced from the beet. 
—In reply to the charge, the defendant said that his 
principal assistants were at dinner at the time when the 
sugar was bought, and the lad left in the shop was not 
accustomed to serving. They had often tried to explain to 
customers the difference between the sugar sold them— 
which was. known as “yellow crystals ”—and real 
Demarara, but they insisted on asking for it as Demarara 
sugar. The sugar was sold to the inspector at market 
price. It was what was termed Lyle’s yellow crystals. 
Real Demarara would have been 2d. a pound. No one 
sold Demarara at 13d. unless they did so at a loss. Had 
his assistants been in the shop they would have put up the 
right article. But it had almost become a habit with 
them to serve yellow crystals to customers who asked for 
Demarara.— After consideration, the Chairman said the 
Bench considered the offence proved. The defendant 
should have his goods properly labelled. He would be 
fined ros. and costs.—In the case against William Henry 
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_ Mummery, the analysis of the sample taken showed of 
_ foreign dye, a trace ; moisture, 1} percent. ; yellow crystals, 
_ 98% per cent.—F. Smith, who appeared for the defendant, 
said the sugar was sold by defendant’s daughter, who knew 
no better. That sugar was always sold to people who 
asked for Demarara ; it was no use telling people it was not 
Demarara.—A fine of ros. and costs was also inflicted in 
this case. 


WHERE POISONOUS ICE-CREAMS ARE MADE. 


THE recent sacrifice of so many young lives to the 
harmful contents of the ice-cream dealer’s barrow and the 
fact that Parliament, not to mention the local authorities, is 
taking cognisance of the dangers of the trade, have directed 
public attention strongly to the necessity for some control 
over the vendors, as well as to the inconsistency of the present 
state of the law, which allows these foreigners to sell their 
wares in every street, yet compels the poor old pedlar, 
with his bootlaces or buttons, to take out a hawker’s 
licence. 

As to the conditions of life amongst the Italian ice- 
cream hawkers at Saffron Hill, it may be doubted, says 
The Daily Telegraph, whether London possesses anywhere 
else so crowded a population upon so small a space. In 
several of the houses male lodgers only are received, but in 
others there is sometimes more than a whole family huddled 
into a single room. These apartments, as a rule, are very 
small, with ventilation and sanitation of the most primitive 
description. Garlic mingles freely with the indescribable 
reek of other and nameless odours, and filthy bedding, a 
table, a stool and a chair or two constitute their chief 
furniture. The water supply in most of the houses would 
appear to come from taps laid into the tiny backyards, 
which the majority of them have, and these also are 
cumbered with dust-heaps and rubbish of various kinds. 
As to the crudely-painted barrows, which are so familiar in the 
streets, they are generally much too large to bring through the 
front doors and narrow passages of these tenement houses, 
and are, therefore, stacked at night in the courts to which 
reference has already been made. It is exceptional for a 
vendor to bring home any ice unsold, as he waits out, in 
ordinary weather, until he has disposed of all his stock. 

The ingredients employed are eggs, milk, sugar, and 
the doubtful flavouring substances and colourings. In 


themselves they would be innocuous enough if freshly | 


used ; but it must be remembered that in all cases they 
have been bought in the cheapest possible market, and, 
even before they come into the ice manufacturer’s hands, 
may be contaminated. Leather Lane supplies the greater 
proportion of the eggs, and, if not to be classified as 
“suitable for electioneering purposes,” would probably be 
of that order curtly set forth as “ eggs,” without any subtle 
grading as “Fresh laid,” ‘ Breakfast,” or ‘‘ Cooking.” 
There is a current belief that they are usually blown and 
not broken, as the shells are said to have a commercial 
value at shooting galleries. This, however, appears to be 
an exceptional proceeding, and it is much more usual to 
purchase the cracked and broken eggs, of which there is 
always a considerable percentage in the ‘“‘ Long hundreds,” 
as they are imported. Separated or skim milk is generally 
used, and is kept in the crowded dwelling-room till it is 
wanted, gathering to itself any noxious particles in the air, 
even if it were free of impurities before. The mixture is 
put into the freezers and stirred and beaten together, and a 
medical man of great experience points out a danger where 
the flavour employed is an acid of any kind, as, for example, 
citric acid. If the freezing vessels be of unlined metal, as 
they usually are, these substances may easily set up chemical 
action, resulting in lead, tin, or copper poisoning. This 
authority is of opinion that many cases which have been 
attributed to metallic poisoning could be directly traced to 
cheap ice-creams. 

Then, again, there is the danger from the use of con- 
taminated water. A glance at the loathsome liquid into 
which the glass is dipped when the child has consumed its 








dubious luxury, and the disgustingly dirty rag, serving its 
owner equally as pocket handkerchief and clothes brush, 
with which it is wiped, would deter the least fastidious of 
adults from swallowing anything from such receptacles. 
But the Italian has no scruples as to where he replenishes 
his water supply when absolutely necessary, and he is as 
likely to resort to the nearest cattle trough as anywhere else. 
The great bacteriologist, Dr. Klein, who lately examined 
several specimens of these ices submitted to him, pro- 
nounced some of them to be no better than sewage in the 
number and character of the bacillus they contained, while in 
others he found in appalling quantities the microbe of putrid 
decomposition. The profits made from the expenditure of _ 
the few shillings initial outlay are enormous, and on a warm 
summer’s day, on a good “pitch,” a sovereign is by no 
means an unusual net gain. It is clear, therefore, that the 
vendors could well afford better materials and still gather 
handsome rewards. The machinery of the Food and Drugs 
Act could surely be supplied with little adaptation to meet 
an immediate and pressing necessity for the protection of 
child life. . 


WANDSWORTH BOARD OF WORKS. 
AN INSPECTOR WANTED. 


FOLLOWING upon the resignation of Mr. S. H. Smith, 
Inspector under the Sale of Food, &c., Acts, the Sanitary 
Committee have carefully considered the future carrying 
out of duties appertaining to this office, and have come to 
the conclusion that in order to secure the most efficient 
carrying out of the provisions of these acts it is advisable 
that an officer should be appointed to devote his whole 
time to the work, and it has been decided by the Board to 
advertise for someone to fill the appointment at the same 
salary as the ordinary Sanitary Inspector, viz. 42s. per 
week, rising by annual increments to 65s. per week, and 
that the age of the candidates be between 25 to 35 years. 

A suggestion that the salary should commence at 52s. 
instead of 42s. per week was lost, and the recommendation 
was agreed to. 


THE ISLINGTON MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH AND 
THE ISLINGTON PUBLIC ANALYST ON SOMERSET 


HOUSE ANALYSES AND TRADE METHODS. 


Dr. A. E. Harris, the Islington Medical Officer of 
Health, says in his last report : 


As many as 243 samples of food were bought or pro- 
cured under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts for analysis, 
in addition to which 14 were obtained under the Margarine 
Act. Of the former, 40, or 16 5 per cent. were adulterated, 
and of the latter, 7, or 50 per cent. were sold in contraven- 
tion to the Act; that is to say, either the bulk was not 
properly labelled or the Margarine was sold in papers which 
had not the name of that article printed on them. 

Since the issue of the last Quarterly Report, the 
Secretary of a Trade Society has been very busy in attack- 
ing the Public Analyst, the Medical Officer of Health, and 
even this Vestry itself, because of some remark made by me 
in that document which did not please him or his Associa- 
tion. To these attacks we are indifferent. The Public 
Analyst has, however, in addition, been held up to oppro- 
brium because certain certificates of his differed materially 
from those of Somerset House. Now, it is no part of my 
duty to defend Dr. Teed, whose great chemical knowledge 
places him at once beyond the attacks of ignorant and non- 
scientific men. Extraordinary circumstances have, however, 
come to light since these analyses were made, which I feel 
it my duty to make public, as they point very conclusively, 
to my mind, that Dr. Teed was absolutely correct in his 
analyses, and that those who attacked him were unjust. 

I would not, even under these circumstances, have 
ventured ona discussion of the occurrences here, were it not 
that I think that it is essential that the person holding the 
position of Public Analyst should possess the entire con- 


Sit. 


 OOeete A ND “SAN | 





< 


f 


4 
. » ~ 


Fe ST eee 2 gs: one eee 


. . fidence of the Authority whom he serves, and of the public 
whom he protects against the sale of fraudulent or 


sophisticated foods. 


Now one of the cases about which the Vestry’s Analyst’ 


is supposed to have greviously erred was that in which he 
returned a certain sample of lard as being something of an 
altogether different nature. This sample was first referred 
by the vendor to Mr. Otto Hehner, and subsequently to 
Somerset House. These two authorities agreed that it was 


- pure lard. So certain, however, was Dr. Teed that he was 


correct in ‘his analysis that he gave a portion of the sample 
submitted to him to Mr. Hehner, and another portion to Mr. 
Cassal, each of whom declared it to be a substance other than 
lard. Here,then,wehave twoof the first analysts in the king- 
dom in absolute agreement with Dr. Teed that that which he 
had analysed was not lard, but something altogether 
different. In addition, Dr. Teed analysed a portion of the 
sample sent to Mr. Hehner and found that it was pure 
lard, so that we have these two analysts not only in absolute 
agreement with each other but with the Somerset House 
experts. Now, what is the explanation of the matter? for 
clearly the substance which came to Dr. Teed was 
not lard, but something altogether different. 
There are only three possible explanations : 


1. That the inspector tampered with the samples 
while in his possession, 


2. That the sample analysed by Dr. ‘Teed was not 
that given to him by the inspector, but some- 
thing which he had in his laboratory, and which 
he had inadvertently substituted for the one sub. 
mitted to him. 


3. That the substance analysed by Dr. Teed was 
something which was really sold to the inspector, 
but which was added to the lard as “a make 
weight.” 


The first theory must be dismissed as beyond the 
bounds of possibility, as the inspector fortunately possesses 
an untarnished record for truthfulness, honesty, and 
integrity. 

The second theory must be dismissed because Dr. Teed 
had not anything of the nature or appearance of lard in his 
laboratory at the time, and therefore could not have 
substituted one substance for another. 

The ¢hird theory therefore remains. Now, in respect to 
this, it was said, when it was first propounded, that trades- 
men did not practise the artifice, and, indeed, it was scouted 
at in Court, and therefore it could not be true. 

At the time I was personally inclined to believe this 
denial, but two facts have since come to my knowledge 
which have opened my eyes as to the practices of some 
traders. 

On the 24th March a sample of lard was bought at 
392, Essex Road. It was handed to the inspector wrapped 
in paper. On opening it for the purpose of division, he 
found that, in order to make up the weight of the lard, a 
piece of margarine had been patted to it. Of course, as 
the margarine was yellow and the lard white the foreign 
addition was at once detected. Now if this had been 
uncoloured margarine, and by chance it had gone to the 
Public Analyst, it would have been certified by him asa 
“fat other than lard,” and very properly so ; while if it had 
been referred to the Somerset House chemists they would 
have returned their portion of the sample as ‘‘ genuine 
lard.” 
have been questioned. 


Again, on the 31st March a sample of butter was | 


bought from Archibold London, residing at 41, Linton 
Street. In this case the vendor sold to the inspector some 
butter and margarine, not mixed together, but in several 
separate pieces. Now here again very serious differences 
might have arisen if the inspector, having in mind the lard 
case, had not rightly determined to divide each portion of 
the sample into three parts, so that whatever the pieces 
were they would have been equally divided in the parts of 
the sample sent to the several analysts. Let us suppose, 





And of course the Public Analyst’s ability would | 





however, that these Hitpd of pe) aha: margarine baa 
been patted together into a mass, and it looks as if it were 
only the vendor's laziness that prevented it being done, it 


‘might very easily have happened that the margarine went to 


the Public Analyst, and the butter to Somerset House. Then 
there would have been another difference of opinion which — 
would have been followed with a shriek from the traders as" 
to the incapability of the Islington Analyst. 

In the first-mentioned case the prosecution was with- 


_drawn on the offender expressing regret and paying the | 


law costs, and in the latter the defendant was fined ros. and 
12s. 6d. costs. 

I put these cases before you, leaving you to draw 
your own conclusions as to the third theory, which has now 
been shown to be a practice not unknown to the trade. 

The second difference of opinion arose over a sample of 
coffee, purchased at the Home and Colonial Stores, which 
the Public Analyst certified as containing 85 per cent. of 
chicory, the Analyst employed by the traders 62 per cent., — 
and the Somerset House Analysts 52 per cent. The case 
was first tried at North London Police Court, before Mr. 
D’Eyncourt, who, thinking that the difference of the analyses 
was due to the unequal mixing of the chicory and coffee by — 
the Vendors, took an average of the three analyses (66 per 
cent.), and therefore convicted the defendants, as he did 
not think that the label covered so extensive an addition of | 
chicory. 

At this time the Public Health Committee had under 
their consideration the great divergence of opinion in the 
analysis of coffee between the Vestry’s Analyst and the 
Analysts of Somerset House ; and as they had come to the 
conclusion that it must have arisen through the adoption of 
different methods of analyses, they addressed a request 
through the Vestry Clerk to the Local Government Board 
to be informed of the methods pursued by the Government 
Analysts. One would have thought that this most reason- 
able request would have been gladly complied with, for it 
was Only natural to suppose, if any new and more accurate 
methods had been devised by public servants that the 
public would receive the benefit of them. Instead of this 
a reply, refusing the desired information, was received. 

The following is the correspondence :— 

“THE VESTRY OF ST. MARY, ISLINGTON. 
“UPPER STREET, 
“The Secretary, “ March 23rd, 1898. 
**Local Government Board, 
“ Whitehall, S.W. 

““S1r,—I am directed by the Public Health Committee 
of this Vestry to draw the Board’s attention to certain 
questions relating to analyses under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts recently asked in the House of Commons of 
the President of the Local Government Board, and es- 
pecially to certain wide differences in results obtained in 
the analyses of Coffees by the Public Analyst and the 
Chemical Analysts at Somerset House, and have to ask the 
Board to be good enough to inform the Committee as to 
the methods or processes adopted by the Government 
Analysts in their analysis of Coffee. 

““T am, Sir, 
“Your obedient Servant, 
“Wn. F. Dewey, Vestry Clerk.” 





“LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
“ WHITEHALL, S.W., 
“ 5th April, 1898. 
“‘S1r,—I am directed by the Local Government Board 
to advert to your letter of the 23rd ultimo, and to state 


| that they are unable to furnish information as to the 


methods of analysis of Coffee adopted by the Analysts of 
the Government Laboratory. 

Laon Ole 

“Your obedient Servant, 
“ HUGH OWEN, Secretary.” 
“W. F. Dewey, Esq,., 
“Clerk to the Vestry of St. Mary, Islington. 
(Zo be continued.) 





“Saly 9, 1898. FOOD AND 


ear aa 
.. WINCARNIS” 


LEBIC'S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 
18 THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 
OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 
Have been received from Medieal Men. 
GOLD MEDALS “AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 


Have been awarded. 
Sold in Bottles Qs. Od. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 


SEVEN 


Sole Manufacturers : rf 
‘COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
 & 9%, 9d, Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps 





NOTICE TO READERS. 


Foop anD SANITATION will be forwarded post free at the 


following rates :— 
as Three months 1/8 
Six ” 3/3 
- Twelve ,, 6/6 


Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria 
Lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed 


Bound a of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
row London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 


Binding Oases for Foop AnD Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
_ lane, London, E.C. Price ts. 6d. each. 








CONTENTS, 


Pace 951—Whole-wheat Flour the Perfect Food. 

»  952—A Free Criticism of the Government and Adulteration = 
Water at Spirit Price. 

» 953—Milk.—Wales and London Milk. 

» 954—The Humours of Churn Cleaning.—A Milk Warranty 
Question.—A Co-operative Milk Case. 

» 955—The Condensed ‘‘ Skimmed Milk’? Game.—Meat.— 
Coffee.—Adulterated Gingerbread.—Vinegar.—Mar- 
garine.—Butter Adulteration in Leeds. 

+» 950—Boracic.Acid in Butter Prosecution.—Olive Oil. 

« 957—Citric Acid Adulteration.—Somerset House and Cheese. 
—A Warning against Bread-eating.—A Medical 
Officer of Health Wanted for the East Riding of 
Yorkshire-—Somerset County Council may want a 
Medical Officer of Health.—Parliament and the Sale 
of Poisons. 

» 958—The Islington Medical Officer of Health and the Isling- 
ton Public Analyst and Somerset House Analyses and 
Trade Methods (continued from p. 946). 





t, 


good and Zanit ation, 


SATURDAY, JULY g1TH, 1898. 





SPECIAL NOTICE. 
CHANCE OF ADDRESS. 
All communications for the Editor of ‘‘ Food and Sanitation” must be 


addressed t to 
4, AVE MARIA LANE, 
LONDON, E.C. 


WHOLE-WHEAT FLOUR THE PERFECT FOOD. 


“ To promote growth, repair waste, and furnish heat and 
energy to the human body i is the purpose of food. Any 
food or aliment which is capable of supplying the above 
demands,” writes Dr. Lucy Hall-Brower in Zhe Outlook, 
“must contain (1) carbon, found in starches, sugars, fats, 
etc., essentially heat and energy producers ; (2) nitrogen, 

. found i in lean meats, gluten of grains, etc., essentially tissue- 

builders; (3)salts of sodium of potassium, phosphates, sulphur, 
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etc., essential components of the various solids and fluids 
ot the body. Besides these there must be waste material, 
for the body cannot be made to thrive upon that which 
alone nourishes it. All these essentials of the living 
organism are found in the best proportions in a grain of 
wheat. Rye and corn contain less phosphates and gluten 
than wheat. 

“The three grains, wheat, corn, and rye, furnish the 
principal breadstuffs of the civilised world. Bread has well 
been called ‘ the staff of life,’ and, when well made and of 
proper material, a very stout and reliable staff it is. 

“In Europe we find a much larger proportion of people 
who eat dark, whole-meal breads than we do in America. 
The king of Sweden and his household are said to eat the 
dark whole-rye bread of the people, and no German, how- 
ever high his station, is above eating his Schwartzbrod and 
Pumpernickel, and most excellent is the nutriment which 
they furnish him. 

“‘ As macaroni is in Italy, oatmeal in Scotland, potatoes 
in Ireland, so bread is the staple food in America. To the 
pampered few whose daily menu is so varied in its in- 
gredients that the bread is only an incident, something to 
hold between the thumb and finger while one eats his fish 
or toys with his truffles, its kind or colour is of but little 
importance ; but to the people who stand outside of this 
favoured few, in their bread lies their vital force. Trans- 
formed in the human economy, it is the great lever which 
moves the world. . 

‘*To the people, then, what nutritive materials are in- 
corporated into their bread, and what are excluded by so- 
called refining processes, is a matter of great importance. 
It is most unfortunate that the bread so largely used in 
America is made from white or bolted wheat-flour—a flour 
derived as nearly as possible of every ingredient of wheat 
excepting the starch. This white flour is furnished by the 
central portion of the wheat kernel. 

“ A careful analysis of a grain of wheat is said to furnish 
the fourteen elements of which the body is composed— 
oxygen, carbon, hydrogen, nitrogen, calcium, phosphorus, 
sulphur,sodium, chlorin, fluorine, iron, potassium, magnesium, 
and silicon. 

‘It seems strange that by the hand of man so nearly all 
but one element should be eliminated from our bread—that 
by much bolting and refining of this noble grain we should 
be a nation of starch-eaters. It has been proved that upon 
whole-wheat bread man can exist for an indefinite period, 
while upon white bread he would die of starvation in from 
three to nine weeks. 

“Growing children are fed upon this white bread, and 
are expected to develop bone and muscle and nerve. And 
men and women, from the day-labourer to the poor sewing- 
woman, with her baleful teacup and her dry white loaf, are 
expected to put forth their best efforts with tissues shrink- 
ing and digestion rebelling against this one-sided aliment. 

“In certain forms of dyspepsia the inability to digest 
the starches is a marked feature. This dyspepsia is induced 
as well as aggravated by the ingestion of too much starch. 

** Whole-wheat bread, or bread made from the glutenous 
portion alone, is of the greatest service in these cases. 
Gluten bread is also very largely used in the dieting of 
diabetics, these sufferers being debarred from the use of 
starchy foods. Obesity may be relieved or quite corrected 
by the use of pure gluten bread or crackers to which the 
fibrous portion of the bran has been added—the latter to 
promote intestinal activity. 

‘“* Bread made from whole-wheat flour, all the bran having 
been retained, is the best natural corrective for constipation. 
When the contrary condition exists, bread from which the 
outer husk has been excluded should be selected. 

“For many years fitful attempts have been made to 
introduce all or nearly all the elements contained in the 
wheat kernel and still have it palatable. Graham bread is 
perhaps the best known of these. 

“More recently the use of whole or specially prepared 
cereals for breakfast foods, as well as the overwhelming 
number of foods for infants and invalids, all carefully 
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portion is uniform in fineness with the rest of the flour, 


the irritating qualities found in the whole-wheat flour and 
‘breads when this degtee of fineness of the bran has not 
- been reached. be By . Ale 


_ The use of this bread has also been referred to. 
~ made largely from the germinal portion of the wheat.. 


_ wheat biscuits, and peeled-wheat rusks, prepared like zwie- 


thick, hard crust and the crumbly centre make it difficult 


_. market are made from a low grade of bolted flour with some 
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balanced in their, chemical constituents, have led up to a 
_more active interest in the stuff. of which our every-day 


_bread which has no starch. 
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bread is made. 


“The most perfect flour and bread is that containing 
all the wheat kernel ground so successfully that the bran 


thus giving the necessary bulk for waste material without _ 


“A flour and bread from which the outside of the husk 
of the wheat kernel has been excluded is also manufactured. 
“There are likewise to be had gluten flour and bread 
quite free from starch. Also phosphate flour and bread 


_ “These breads are all sweet, light, and palatable. 
Gluten crackers, whole-wheat crackers, granulated whole- 


back, are also on the market. None of these breads; 
biscuits, etc., are sweetened in the least—a great advantage 
to the health of the consumer and a decided improve- 
ment over the older methods. 

“Most of the gluten breads on the market contain 
40 per cent. of starch. 

‘Diabetics especially should be careful to use the 


“ Another bread is made from a mixture of whole-wheat 
and whole-rye flours. It is an excellent bread, but the 
to manage. Many so-called gluten breads now in the 
colouring matter added. Also, many of the breads adyer- 
tised as a whole-wheat bread are made similarly of a low 


grade of bolted flour with which a quantity of ordinary 
coarse wheat bran has been mixed. 


“By taking a little pains every one can soon learn to.| 


distinguish the genuine article. 

“Then will the prayer, ‘Give us this day our daily 
bread,’ be accompanied by. a better appreciation of the 
Deity’s beneficence in giving us so perfect a material from 
which to make that bread for which we ask.”— Diabetic and 
Hygienic Gazette. 





A FREE CRITICISM OF THE GOVERNMENT AND 
ADULTERATION. 


As Mr. Chaplin has “burked” the new Adulteration Act, 
the following may interest some of his less fatuous colleagues 
in the Cabinet : 


Board of Customs had not performed all the duties 
the law cast upon him, but. the hon. member app 


to desire some alteration of the. law by. which the 


-man should be empowered ‘to’ take certain proceed 


with reference to food articles imported from abroad 
he did not now take because the law did not em 


him to do so. In answer further to Mr. Strachey, 


‘A genuine agricultural member should be encouraged, | 


especially when he makes an honest endeavour to be-candid 
with his constituents, and fulfil the promises he made them. 
Even if he makes a gallant attempt and fails, it shows that 
he means business, and, if he succeeds, so much the better. 
The candidate returned, pledged to support the party that 
happens tobe in power, has not the free hand or the oppor- 
tunity of the one in Opposition. 
farmer, only too many are prone to sit in Opposition, and 
remain seated when in the House. It has fallen to the 
lot of Mr. Edward Strachey, M.P. for South Somerset, 
to extract, by a side issue, from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer an admission that is of value and 
interest to every consumer in the United Kingdom. Last 
week Mr. Strachey moved to reduce the salary’ of the 


Chairman of the: Board of Customs by £100 in order to 


call attention to the inadequacy of the steps taken by the 
Department to prevent the importation of adulterated foods. 
He said that the importation of butter ‘was increasing 
largely, and that having regard tothe price at which it was 
sold it was. impossible to believe that it was all perfectly 
pure. © Adulterated -butter ought to be dealt with at ‘the 
port of entry for the protection of the consumer. Imported 
milk was: also adulterated with boracic ‘acid and other 
ingredients which were deleterious. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said lhe did not gather that the Chairman of the 


But, worse luck for the . 





“either at home or in goods imported from abroad.” 


_ whisky. 


| Chancellor of the Exchequer said the Board had powér t 


take samples of food products, but no-power to stop im 
portation... What a serious admission is this (says Z% 
Western Daily Press). We have openly adulterated foods 
coming in, and the Customs may take samples, but if the 


| find them adulterated they cannot stop the bulk, and ther 


if a portion of it is detected by thé local authority, and a 
prosecution results, who suffers? Why some struggling 
mechanic’s wife who keeps a little grocer’s shop uy 
a side street. She is unversed in the ways of commerce, 


pays ready money for the goods she receives, of 
perhaps may have one week’s. supply ~in--hand, but 
she does not ask for or receive a warranty as to 
the genuineness and purity of the goods she has 
purchased. ‘The law, however, holds her responsible, and 
she has to pay its demands to the utmost farthing, whilst 


the wholesale men escape. Yet all the time the Customs 
authorities were perfectly aware that this particular sample 
was adulterated when imported. Many consumers have 
been defrauded, and this poor but honest woman’s reputa- 
tion ruined. Yet this might have been obviated had but 
the Customs the power to stop. They have not, and so 
day by day this adulterated stuff is passed on. It not only 
concerns the farmer, but it equally concerns the manufac- 
turer. Mr. Strachey has done a public service’in eliciting 
these facts. The Government must earn popular favour by 
passing an Act that will put a stop to food adulteration 





WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


AT Langollen Petty Sessions, P. J. Pace, landlord of 
the “ Bridge End” Hotel, Llangollen, was summoned for 
selling to one John Pendlebury a pint of whisky, which, on 
analysis, was proved to contain more than 25 per cent. of 
water.—Defendant: I had not seen it tested, and had no 
chance.—P.C. 13 stated that, at 8.30 on the morning of: 
Thursday, the 2nd inst., he, in company with the Deputy- 
Chief Constable, visited the house and purchased a pint of 
Having paid for it, Mr. Jones informed the.-bar- 
maid that it was for analytical purposes, and the same day it 
was despatched to the county analyst at Chester.—Deputy- 
Chief Constable E. Jones deposed to receiving the whisky 
and to telling the barmaid for what purpose he required it. 
It was found to be 33? degrees under proof, or 52 more 
than was allowed under the Act —Defendant said that, un- 
fortunately for himself, the day before was Bank Holiday, 
and he was very busy. About 7 o’clock he found that his’ 
supply of whisky had gone off. He went to the spirit cask 
in the cellar, which was 23 over proof, took a temporary 
supply as he was in haste, and watered it down without test- 
ing it with the hydrometer. ‘This was the first time there 
had been a complaint alleged against him, and now it was” 
purely accidental.— £20 is the maximum penalty for such’ 
an offence, and defendant was fined £1 and costs, including © 
the analyst’s fee of ros. 6d. 


At Rotherham, John Wray, landlord of the “Alexandra” 
Hotel, Parkgate, was summoned by Mr.. Joseph Wilson, 
one of the inspectors of the West Riding County Council, 


| for selling adulterated whisky. On May 27th Mr. Wilson 


called at the hotel and purchased half a pint of whisky, 
paying 1s. 3d. to the defendant. He. told the defendant he 
wanted the whisky for analysis, and divided the sample. 
The certificate of the county analyst, Mr. A. H. Allen, of 
Sheffield, shows that the whisky ‘was '26‘2 degrees under 
proof, being mixed with water'1°4 degrees in excess.—The 
defendant’s wife appeared and said, “It. is a mistake; we 
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uly 
4 thought it was all right:’—A fine of 20s. and costs “was 
inflicted. 


- At Hundred House Petty Sessions, Edward Bull, land- 
lord of the “Green Dragon” Inn, Far Forest, was 
_ summoned for selling whisky which was adulterated 29 
_ degrees under proof. Mr. Spencer Thursfield defended. 
- P.C, Dunn, Astley, said he visited the defendant’s house 
and asked the daughter for half a pint of Scotch whisky. 
- He paid 1s. 3d, for the whisky, which was put into a bottle. 
Inspector Berry came into the house, and witness handed 
the whisky over to that officer. In reply to Mr. Thursfield, 
the witness said he had never been to the house before, 
and did not know the defendant. . Inspector Berry, Witley, 
said he directed the last witness to make the purchase. 
_ He saw Dunn enter the ‘house, and in a few minutes 
afterwards the constable handed to him the whisky. 
The defendant entered the house at the same time 
witness r2ceived the whisky. He told the defendant 
the whisky would be analysed, and he divided it 
into three parts, one being left with the defendant, 
and one sent to Dr. Swete, the County Analyst. 
The defendant said to him, “I hope you will find 
_itall right.” The analyst’s certificate stated that the whisky 
was at least 29 degrees under proof, 25 being the lowest 
limit allowed by law. Replying to Mr. Thursfield, witness 
_ said the defendant had been at the ‘Green Dragon ” about 
16 years. No complaint had ever been made to the 
defendant as to the conduct of his house. It was the 
- custom of publicans to buy spirits over proof, and then to 
dilute them as far as was allowed by law. He did not 
_ think the defendant would knowingly defraud the public. 
The Chairman: Is thisatied house? Mr. Thursfield : No, 
it is an old-fashioned house. The defendant brews his own 
_ beer, and buys his wine and spirits where he likes. Mr. 
Thursfield said he did not intend to raise any technical 
point, for the essence of the case was the element of fraud. 
Frequently samples of the spirits sold at the house had been 
taken and had always been found right. Early on the day of 
the officer’s visit defendant left home, and, as the supply 
of whisky ran out during the morning, the defendant’s 
daughter added by guess water to the whisky, not using the 
hydrometer, and she slightly exceeded the amount allowed 
by law. Mr. Thursfield urged that, having regard to the 
excellent character of the defendant, he should not be fined, 
but’ordered to pay the costs. The defendant was called, 
and.said he always used.a hydrometer when he added water 
to the over-proof spirits. Miss Annie Bail said since her 
mother’s death she had assisted her father in the business. 
On the day in question her father left home early. A 
customer called for whisky, which used up the supply in the 
retail bottle, and she took a pint of whisky from the two- 
gallon jar and added what she thought was a quarter of a 
pint of water, but it appeared that she added a little too 
much water. She had no intention of defrauding anyone 
by that inadvertent act. The Bench fined the defendant 
5s. and costs, but there would be no endorsement of the 
licence. 


Ar Cheltenham James Walker, landlord of the ‘‘ Fox 
and Hounds” Inn, Prestbury, was summoned on the infor- 
mation of P.C. Mustoe for selling him, on the roth June, a 
pint of whisky, which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality of the article demanded, the said whisky containing 
only 71°5 per cent. of proof spirit, being 28°5 degrees under 

‘proof, instead of 25 degrees under proof as required under 
the Food and Drugs Act, 1879. 
: *P.C. Mustoe (Gloucester) said that he paid the defendant 
-2s. 5d, for a pint of whisky, which he afterwards divided 
into three parts. He gave one-third part of the whisky to 
the defendant, and another part to the county analyst, who 
certified that it was 3°5 degrees more under proof than the 
Act allowed, and had been diluted. Defendant, who 
pleaded guilty, and said it was the first time he had ever 
been before the Bench, was fined £2 and £1 3s. costs: 


- At Barnsley, John Pindar, innkeeper, Tankersley, was 
charged by Joseph Wilson, inspector to the West Riding 
Council, stationed at Rotherham, with an offence urder 
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Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act.—Mr. Carrington, 
who defended, said that he had a certificate from Dr, Cald- | 
well, of Hoyland Common, stating that defendant was 
suffering from dropsy, and could not attend.—Defendant’s 
wife attended, and pleaded guilty.—Mr. Wilson said he had 


no objection to the case being heard in the absence of © 


defendant. Continuing, he said that, as an inspector 


- under the Food and Drugs Act, he called at the ‘Cross 


Keys” Hotel and asked for samples of rum. He divided 
it in the usual way and sent a part to the public analyst, 
the result being that there was 17°9 per cent. of water in 
excess of the legal amount allowed in the spirits.—Mr. 
Wiison, assistant, corroborated.—Mr. Carrington explained 
that during the thirty years defendant had been in 
business as a licensed victualler, that was his first appear- 
ance in a court on any charge. Owing to illness the 
business had been neglected, and that was the result. He 
asked the Bench to deal as leniently as possible with the 
defendant, who promised that in future tne offence should 
not be repeated.—A fine of 1os,'and costs was imposed.. 


MILK. 


RosperT Warp, milk dealer, of Phythian Street, was 
fined £4 and costs at Liverpool, on June 2gth, for having 
sold a pint of new milk which had been deprived of up- 
wards of two-thirds of its cream. Defendant said he sold 
the milk as it came from the cow, and it lost some of its 
cream in being served from the can.——Jannett Bailey, 
farmer, Poulton-le-Fylde, who was represented by Mr. 
Plant, of Preston, was fined 4os. and costs for having sent 
to Liverpool for sale new milk deficient to the extent of 
one-sixth of its cream. The milk was sampled by Inspector 
Baker. For the defence it was stated that the milk was 
sent away in the same condition as it was taken from the 
cows, and that the weather must affect it on the journey. 


At West Ham, London, on June 2ogth, Samuel 
Mumford, of 61, Barking Road, was fined £4 and costs for 
selling milk adulterated with 11 per cent. of added water. 

Robert Bruce, of 111, Bidder Street, Canning Town, 
44 and costs for milk adulterated with 22 per cent. of 
added water. 

John Newton Marsden, of 32, Alexandra Road, Canning 
Town. 43 and costs for milk adulterated with 12 per cent. 
of added water. 


At Camborne, last week, John Lory was fined 20s. and 
costs for selling milk containing 15 per cent. of added 
water. Defendant explained his daughter may have thrown 
the milk into a pan in which water had been kept to keep 
the pan cool. 


At the Linlithgow Sheriff Court, on June 30th, George 
Thomson, dairyman, Old Town, Broxburn, was convicted 
on evidence of having on May 17th sold to Mr. Frew, 
sanitary inspector, twopennyworth of sweet milk which was 
not of the nature and substance and quality demanded, in 
respect that it contained ten per cent. of added water. Sheriff 
M‘Leod imposed a penalty of £2. 


WALES AND LONDON MILK. 


THE grip that gallant little Wales has on the London 
milk trade was strikingly illustrated at Southwark yesterday, 
when John Morgan, of 71, Bermondsey-street, was sum- 
moned for selling milk from which 15 per cent. of cream 
had been abstracted. Instantly the court began to echo 
with Cymric patronymics, says the Dazly Maz in its 
piquant style. 

Mary Jones and Mary Evans gave evidence for the 
defence, after which the magistrate asked if the defendant 
had been previously convicted. 

“Difficult to say,” said the inspector, with a puzzled 
expression. ‘One day the shop goes in the name of John 
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Morgan, another time it is 
is David Morgan.” . 
~“ Is this one of the Morgans whom I know?” asked his 
worship. . - at 
“Not at all,” replied Mr. Ricketts, for the defence. 
“Tis: is John Morgan. You are thinking of Evan Morgan 
or David Morgan.” EP Ni Series 
i: “ There are so many Morgans in this trade,” remarked 
the inspector. ~ Br 
“There are more Joneses,” replied Mr. Ricketts, “ but 
there is not the same feeling against the Joneses.” 
Eventually the John Morgan concerned was ordered to 
pay 5s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


Mary Jones, and the next time it” 


THE HUMOURS OF CHURN CLEANING. 


At Enfield, Walter P. Lorraine, of The Limes, Seward- 
stone, was summoned for selling as skimmed milk an article 
consisting of new milk adulterated with 19 per cent. of added 
water.— He said he had been cleaning the churn, and for- 
got, after putting the milk in, that he had left some water 
there.—Fined £3 and costs. 

William Addison, of St. Peter’s Road, Lower Edmonton, 
was summoned for a like offence.—He made a similar 
defence, and was fined 10s. and costs. 


A MILK WARRANTY QUESTION. 


Epwarp Davis, a farmer, of Littlestoke, Almondesbury, 
Gloucestershire, appeared at Cardiff Police Court on July 
4th to answer a summons accusing him of giving a false 
warranty with respect to the quality of three churns of milk 
delivered to a Grangetown milk-vendor, named John Davies, 
on May 23rd. Mr. Halloran, prosecuting solicitor to the 
Cardiff Corporation, appeared to support the charge, whilst 
Mr. George David defended.—Mr. Halloran stated that the 
action, which was taken under Sub-section 3 of Section 27 
of the Food and Drugs Act, arose out of a prosecution 
against John Davies for selling adulterated milk. Davies 
produced a warranty from the present defendant as to the 
quality of the milk, and gave evidence on oath that 
he had not in any way tampered with it—Mr. David, 
calling attention to a decided case, ‘‘ Derbyshire v. 
Houlston,” submitted that it would not be sufficient for the 
prosecution to prove that the milk was adulterated, and 
that they would be required to prove knowledge on the 
part of the defendant.—The Stipendiary asked if there was 
sufficient evidence to prove that the defendant gave the 
warranty, knowing it to be false.—Mr. Halloran replied in 
the negative —Thereupon the Stipendiary dismissed the 
case.—Mr. David said that he would have been prepared to 
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prove, step by step; that the milk was absolutely pure at 
the time it was sent away, and had witnesses present for 


that purpose. Under the circumstances, he would ask ‘for 
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costs.—The Stipendiary said that the authorities had taken ~ 


the action upon certain grounds and in the interests of the’ 
public, and he would not, therefore, grant costs against’ 


them.—The defendant said that it would always be against 













him.—The Stipendiary replied that it would not, and thathe 
left the court absolutely without a stain upon his character. 


A CO-OPERATIVE MILK CASE. — 


_ At the Newcastle Police Court, on July 6th, the New- » 


castle Co-operative Society was summoned for selling 
adulterated milk.—-Mr. Hill Motum. 


the town clerk, ' 


appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Burton, of the firm _ 
of Messrs. Watson, Dendy, and Burton, appeared for the — 


defence.—The Town Clerk said they did not make any 


allegation of fraud. The lowest standard set up by the — 


Somerset House for milk was 2°75, and the analysis of the 
milk sold to the inspector showed it to be 2°39. 
not alleged that the milk had been skimmed, but they con- 
tended that the purchaser, when asking for new milk, was 


entitled to have it at not less than 2°75.—Mr. Burton, for © 


It was © 


the defence, said there was nothing taken from the milk, «— 


nor was it interfered with in any way. In reply to the 
magistrates’ clerk, Mr. Burton said the milk came from 


Morpeth, and was good Northumberland milk. — Dr. » 


McDougal, city analyst at Dundee, said the milk contained 
2°58 fat and 8°71 non-fat, so that the total sold was practi- 


cally the same as that ascertained by Mr. Pattinson.—A fine. ' 


of 10s. and costs was imposed. 


It is very evident that Zhe Mewvcastle Daily Journal 
It says: “There was no insinuation © 


knows something. 
that the milk had been skimmed or otherwise tampered 
with, the charge being simply that it was of a quality poorer 
than the standard set up by Somerset House. 
instance of Mr. Burton, two important facts not commonly 
attended to in the courts were made clear—that the morning 


milk is poorer than the afternoon milk, and that at certain © 


times of the year the same cow’s milk is poorer than at 
other times, being especially poor in the month of June. 


But there is another fact which was not mentioned, and - 
which I have never known to be mentioned in the courts, ° 
viz., that the first quart drawn from a cow at any milking, - 


at any time of the day or year, is always considerably poorer 
in fat than the milk drawn thereafter. 
any of our magistrates have ever milked a cow. 


ground—past the cog or pail. 


you half-a-crown for it.” 
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This word is registered and used as || 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality | 
Articles only, and has become | 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa | 
‘made in England on the popu- 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing. 

Packets, 6d., Tins, +/b. 8d., 


4b, 1/4, 1b. 2/8, 
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.. CHOCOLATE E° _ 
-_MADE_IN ENCLAND 


quettes and ‘‘KURRUWA” 
Chocolate Almonds. 
In Fancy Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d, 


Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked ‘‘KUR- 


them, write direct to the “KURRUWA” 





Hill, London, E.C. 


At the ° 


I do not know that ° 
Let me ' 
persuade them to pay a visit to a respectable byre or close, » 
whence the produce is not sold to the public, and they will ° 
see that the first drawings are deliberately let upon ‘the - 
Give me a gill of first- ~ 
drawn milk that is up to the legal standard, and I’ll give « 


“ KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- | 


RUWA,” and if ycu cannot obtain — 


Association, 5, George ‘treet, Tower | 
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"THE CONDENSED “SKIMMED MILK” GAME. 


.. AT Westmister, on June 29th, the St. George, Hanover 

Square Vestry summoned William George Armitage, a 
dealer, of Windus Road, Battersea, for selling separated 
milk as skimmed milk, in. the Pimlico -district.—Mr.. 
Hitchens, who prosecuted, pointed out that the Courts now 
drew a distinction between skimmed and separated, the. 
latter being. a mechanical process by which practically all 
the nutrition was taken out of the milk. What the 
defendant sold had over 87 per cent. of the fat removed.— 
Defendant said he acted in'ignorance. Samples had been 
taken over and over again under similar circumstances, and 
no notice was taken.—Mr. Sheil: That is very likely. It 
may be a hard thing to say, but your defence is that you 
have defrauded the public a long while with impunity.—A 
fine of 10s. and 12s. 6d. costs was imposed. 


MEAT. 


At Portsmouth, on July 4th, Austen Hamilton Tre- 
loggen, of 37, East Street, Southampton, and 234, Com- 
mercial Road, Landport, was summoned under the Food 
and Drugs Act for exposing pork for sale that was unfit for 
human consumption. Mr. G. H. King prosecuted, whilst 
Mr. E: J. Bechervaise represented defendant. 

_ George Henry Monkcom, Inspector of Nuisances, stated 
that on May 11th he visited defendant’s premises at Land- 
port in company with Inspector Bicknell, and found 
altogether that forty-four pieces of American frozen salted 
pork were in a stinking condition, and totally unfit for 
human consumption. Some good pork was mixed with the 
bad. The latter was condemned by the Medical Officer of 
Health (Dr. A. M. Fraser) and Major-General C. P. 
Catty, J.P. 

__Dr. A. M. Fraser said that the eating of such meat 


would produce vomiting, diarrhoea, or worse éffects. 


For the defence, Mr. Bechervaise contended that 
although the defendant pleaded guilty to a _ technical 
offence, the meat was not exposed for sale. 

The magistrates inflicted a heavy penalty—ros. for each 
piece and £1 os. 6d. costs, or £23 os. 6d. in all. 


COFFEE. 


AT Bristol Police Court on July 1st, Emily Price, of 
Victoria Street, Clifton, was summoned for selling as pure 
coffee a mixture containing 90 per cent. of chicory. 
Inspector Simpson, under the Food and Drugs Act, spoke 
to visiting defendant’s shop, and to buying half a pound of 
coffee, for which he gave 8d., the amount to be paid for 
good coffee. He submitted the coffee for analysis, and it was 
found to contain go per cent. of chicory. The defendant 
stated that at the time the inspector came in her sister, who 
was quite new to the business, was serving. She was fined 
ros. and costs. 


ADULTERATED GINGERBREAD. 


At Wolverhampton, on July 2th Clara Stockton, Moore’s 
Road, Digbeth, Birmingham, Samuel Andrews, Bromsgrove, 
and Fred Harris, Wolverhampton, were each fined 1s. and 
costs, amounting toa total of £3 2s. 6d., for selling ginger- 
bread not of the nature and substance demanded. 
Defendants had a stall at the Whitsuntide pleasure fair at 
Wolverhampton, where they carried on a roaring trade 


‘selling gingerbread.. Some of this was seized by an 


inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, and found 
adulterated with 70 grains of alum to the pound. 


VINEGAR. 
AT Malton on July 2nd, Albert Ross, chemist and 


; druggist, of Norton, was charged by Supt. Don, inspector 


under the Food and Drugs Adulteration Act, with “selling 








him a certain article of food, to wit, malt vinegar, which. 
was not of the character, substance, and quality demanded.” . 
—Mr. Baynes, County Analyst, was called to prove the 

charge.—Mr. John Estill, solicitor for the defendant, denied | 
that the latter ever represented the article as ‘“ malt” 

vinegar. It was “distilled” vinegar, which the analyst 

admitted was now pushing the other out of the market, and - 
said there was nothing injurious in it.—Supt. Don .said he 

asked for “malt” vinegar and was supplied with something. 

else.—The Bench dismissed the case: 





MARGARINE. 


AT St. Helens, on July 4th, Margaret Bradley, shop- 
keeper, 77, Hamer Street, was summoned for selling 
adulterated butter, and also for exposing unlabelled mar- 
garine for sale. The Town Clerk (Mr. W. J. Jeeves) 
appeared to prosecute. Mr. R. W. H. Thomas, who repre- 
sented the defendant, said the defence was that the article 
was purchased as butter from a grocer in the town, and 
was believed to be butter, and was sold as butter. She 
had acted entirely innocently in the matter, and on Mrs. 
Bradley visiting the grocer’s establishment where it was pur- 
chased, she was told that a mistake had been made, for 
which they were very sorry. The cases were withdrawn on 
the payment of costs. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION IN LEEDS. 
A PENALTY OF £20. 


AT Leeds on June 28th, Michael Maloney, provision 
dealer, of Leeds, was summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Act for having sold to Inspector Walker, 3lb. of 
butter, which had been certified by the city analyst (Mr. 
Fairley) to contain 55 per cent. of foreign fat. The prose- 
cution was conducted by Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, the deputy 
town clerk,and Mr. H. A. Child represented the defendant. 
—In the course of his opening statement, Mr. Jolliffe 
remarked that a number of retail sellers had recently been 
fined in the city for similar offences, but now the wholesale 
dealer, from whom these people had made their purchases, 
was present on the same charge. 

Evidence of the purchase of the butter was given by 
Maurice Sonnenberg, a foreigner, who said he paid od. a 
pound for it.—Inspector Walker said he followed the last 
witness into the shop, took possession of the goods pur- 
chased, and told the defendant that they had been | 
purchased for the purpose of analysis. The defendant 
replied that he did not require a sample, and that he | 
(witness) could do what he liked with it.—Another 
witness, named Edward Carratt, a clerk in the office of the 
Medical Officer of Health, who subsequently gave cor- 
roborative evidence, objected to take the oath on the Bible 
inthe usual way.—The Magistrate: I have to ask you a 
question : Do you object to the oath because it is contrary 
to your religious belief, or have you no religious belief p— 
Witness : It is not contrary to my religious belief ?—Mr. 
Jolliffe: He is from the sanitary department, your Worship. 
(Laughter.)—Witness then took the oath in Scottish fashion, 
with his right arm upraised. 

On behalf of the defendant, Mr. Child said that the 
man Sonnenberg went into his client’s shop and asked for 
* 3lb. of that sort at od.” He was supplied with the 
quality he had been accustomed to purchase, and when 
Inspector Walker went into the shop Maloney told him he 
did not care what they were going to do with the sample. 
If Sonnenberg purchased butter he would get it, but not at 
gd. per lb.—The Magistrate pointed out that even if that 
was the case it would not relieve the defendant, because if 
he did not supply butter it would be margarine, and in that 
case it should have been labelled.—Mr. Child admitted that 
it was so, but pointed out that that charge was not now 
before the court. If the prosecution cared afterwards to 
issue a summons on that charge his client would then be 
prepared to meet it.—The Magistrate: I see the penalties 





/ 


only a.small portion of butter. 


~ for each of the offences are the same, yep? that andes oe 
Margarine Act there is power to increase the penalty for 


subsequent offences.—The defendant and his daughter 
were called, and gave evidence corroborating Mr. Child’s 
statement. | 

‘In giving his decision the Magistrate said he believed 
that Sonnenberg asked for 3lb. of butter. He had been 
sent into the shop for that special purpose, and he believed 
he followed out his instructions. His Worship, having been 
informed that’ Maloney had been twice previously convicted 
of similar offences, said he believed that the defendant had 
deliberately carried on his business in contravention of the 
Margarine and Adulteration of Foods Acts. He therefore 
saw no reason for mitigating the full penalty, which would 
be inflicted in this case. Defendant must pay a fine of £20; 
or go to prison for one month. 

‘AT Knaresborough, Mr. Gamble, Inspector paar the 
Food and Drugs Act, summoned Sarah Smiddy, grocer, 
Killinghall, for two offences under the Act. He purchased 
half a roll of butter at the defendant’s shop, and on its being 
analysed it was found to consist chiefly of margarine, and 
The defence was that it 
was purchased from a man who called at the shop, and it 
was bought and sold as butter. The Bench dismissed the 


_case on payment of £1 118. 6d. costs. 


BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER PROSECUTION. 


At Llangollen last week, Frank E. Little, grocer, Castle 
Street, was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, for selling 1lb. of butter alleged to be adulterated. 
He pleaded not guilty—Mr. S. T. Edisbury, Wrexham, 
for the prosecution, stated that the Deputy-Chief Constable 
went to the defendant’s shop and asked for 1lb. of butter, 
which was supplied to him. He then told defendant that 
it was for the purpose of analysis, and divided it into three 
parts. One part was sent to the county analyst, who 
certified that it contained a certain quantity of boracic acid, 
which was not altogether forbidden by law, the only 
question being how much could be allowed. A too great 
quantity of this acid was very injurious to health, and was 
found to be a great deal stronger drug than was formerly 


imagined, the British Pharmacopceia having reduced 
the quantity for a dose from 30 degrees to 15. 
Germany, Italy, and France had condemned it, the 


two former altogether, in butter. And, if injurious to 
adults, it was much more so to children. Boracic acid was 
at the present time practically limited to external applica- 
tion and as a gargle for the throat. It was put in butter as 
a preservative, but was in reality very dangerous asa poison, 
and it impaired digestion.—Deputy-Chief Constable Jones 
then swore to buying a pound of the butter in question, 
and told the defendant it was for analysis. Since then he 
had taken eighteen other samples of butter, and all had 
been found to be free from the acid——By Mr. A. G. 
Colbeck, for the defence : Witness had bought for his own 
use what was known as tub-butter, but would not always 
expect to see some foreign substance in it. He had known 
boracic acid to be used as a preservative for bacon, but not 
for butter.—P.C. Pendlebury (13) having deposed to taking 
the butter to Chester for analysis, Mr. Lowe, analyst for 
the city of Chester and four other Welsh municipalities, 
said that on June 2nd the last witness brought to him 
a sample of butter for analysis. It contained forty-eight 
grains of boracic acid to the pound, and at that amount he 
considered it injurious to health. Taken in large quantities, 
this acid impaired digestion and promoted skin disease, 
diarrhoea, etc. The maximum dose allowed was formerly 
from five to thirty grains, but the Act had been altered 
reducing the dose to fifteen grains, and in some foreign 
countries the: use of it was entirely prohibited, as in 
Germany.— By Mr. Colbeck: Witness had known of other 
cases in which’ there had followed convictions under 
similar circumstances to the present. He had also seen 
some dismissed. He had known a case to be dismissed in 





hich nee article: euteae decimal ten. per ‘cent. ay? the ‘ 
acid. In the present case it contained three and one-third © 
of the acid to the ounce, Whether it was dangerous or not — 
he would rather leave the medical evidence to answer. aa 
The British Medical Journal condemned its use very > 


strongly. Not only Dr. Bond, an authority, . 


of the acid as injurious. to~ health, and, © 
precautions had to be taken against its use. Mr. Colbeck, © 
in further defence, congratulated the prosecution. that it did | 


not advance anything in the shape of fraudulent attempt on — 4 


the part of the defendant, with a view to increasing bulk, or . 
with any view further than that to which his client was 


entitled. At the same time the onus fell upon the prosecu- © 


tion of showing that boracic acid was injurious to health, 
and again the’ defendant was practically at the mercy of 


those from whom he bought his’ butter, however. good his - 


own intentions might be; and the same thing might occur 
to any tradesman in the position of the defendant, who 
had a written guarantee from the merchants that the butter 
was pure, and so sold it as such. The defendant having 
borne out on oath the statement set forth by his legal 
representative, the Bench were satisfied to dismiss the case 


on payment of costs, which in the aggregate amounted to 


43 175. 74. | 


At Dartford Petty Sessions bh Edward Woodard). | 


grocer, of the Broadway, Bexley Heath, was summoned 
under the Food and Drugs Act with selling to Alexander 
Quinlan, on May 2oth, 
80 per cent. of foreign fat, 
Inspector Quinlan said that he went into the defendant’s 
shop and called for ?lb. of butter. Defendant’s wife served 
him, and he then told her that it had been purchased for 
the purpose of being analysed by the public analyst. The 
butter was not labelled margarine. Witness forwarded the 
butter to the county analyst, and on June 7th received a 


certificate to the effect that it contained 20 per cent. of pure © 


butter and 80 per cent. of foreign fat. 

The defendant stated that on May 26th he had to go 
out and collect some money, and left his wife in charge of | 
the shop, and, when he returned, his wife told him that 
Mr. Quinlan had called and had had three quarters of a 
pound of butter. Witness asked where she got it from, and — 
she pointed to the tablet on which there was margarine. 
Witness told her that she had done wrong. 

Defendant was fined 4os. and costs. 


OLIVE OIL, 


ARTHUR EEDE, grocer, of New Shoreham, was sum- 
moned for selling cotton-seed: oil- as olive: oil: Acting . 
under instructions from Sergt.Goldring, a. Mrs. ‘Tobutt 
went to Mr. Eede’s branch shop in Brunswick-road, and 
asked for olive oil. She admitted that the assistant asked 
if she wished salad oil, but said the oil she was ‘served with 
was bought as olive oil. Sergt. Goldring walked into the 
shop when the purchase-was. completed. Then, accord- 
ing to Mrs. Tobutt, the assistant said she was not quite 
sure about the. oil, and telephoned to the other shop, 
receiving the reply that it was salad oil. The case turned 
upon the words used by the sergt. to the assistant. He 
told her the oil was-purchased for the purpose of being 
analysed, but did not add by “the public analyst.” Mr. 
Dell, who defended, contended that:the omission of these 
words ' was fatal, and cited an appeal case in which this 
had been decided. The sergeant looked: surprised ; it was 
evidently a technicality of the Food and Drugs , Act un- 
known to him. .The. bench remarked that in the circum- 
stances the case could not be proceeded with further. 

At Clerkenwell last week Messrs. Clifford, Hawes and 
Co., Limited, of 93, Stroud Green. Road, were summoned 
by the Islington Vestry. for selling olive ‘oil which was not 


of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the . 


purchaser, containing, 100 pet cent. of cotton-seed oil. . 


ilb. of butter which contained | 


but 
Dr. Stephenson, analyst for the Home Office, spoke 
therefore, - 


' 
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Defendants pleaded guilty, and said their servant | was guilty. 


of disobedience in carrying out ‘the firm’s ppesHonp. 


ao Horace Smith imposed a fine of 4 Sea 


CITRIC ‘ACID ADULTERATION. 


AT Clerkenwell last week, Charles. iriddsss grocer, of 


~ 180, Seven Sisters’ Road, was summoned for selling citric 


cent. of tartaric acid powder. 


acid powder which was not of the nature, substance, and -} 


quality demanded. by the purchaser, viz., containing 100 per 


Islington Vestry, proved the purchase. The defence was 


set up that the officer spoke indistinctly. .Defendant had a 


~ summoned for having committed a similar offence. 


sale for tartaric acid, but did not keep citric acid. 
were asked for, a customer would be referred to the 
chemist’s. Both defendant and his assistant swore that 
they understood the officer to ask for tartaric acid. The 
tin from which the powder was served was labelled tartaric 
acid. Mr. Horace Smith imposed a fine of 20s., and 2s. 


costs. 


W. H. CULLEN, of Seven Sisters’ Road, was 
Defen- 


dant pleaded guilty, and urged that a mistake had been 


19, 


_ made in placing the wrong powder in a tin, so that tartaric 


was served instead of citric acid. 


The magistrate ordered 
the payment of the costs, 12s. 6d. 


SOMERSET HOUSE AND CHEESE. 


_ At Liverpool on June 29th, Mr. C. M. R. Dickson, 
provision dealer, of 65, Islington, was charged with having 


sold cheese which contained an excessive quantity of 


water. The public analyst had certified that the cheese 


contained 4774-per cent. of water, ‘whereas’ genuine cheese 


usually contained only between 25 and 35 percent. At 
the request of Mr. Rudd, for the defence, the sample 
which had been taken by the inspector was sent for 
analysis to the Somerset House authorities, who reported 
that the cheese contained 41 per cent. of water, while Mr. 
Davies, who had made an analysis on behalf of the 
defendant, found only 38 per cent. In view of these 
circumstances Mr. Cripps, prosecuting solicitor, did not 
think they could come to any final decision. What they 
wanted to know was what was excessive and what was not. 
Mr. Rudd had suggested that if the summons were with- 
drawn defendant would pay the costs, and then perhaps 
they would have a chance of starting afresh and agree as to 
what the standard should be. The difference in the various 
analyses was probably due to the natural drying of the 
cheese.—Mr. Stewart, stipendiary, agreed to the course 
suggested, and the summons was withdrawn on the 
defendant paying 29s. costs. 


The Liverpool Grocers’ Association regard such a 


decision as not fair, one member, a Mr. Tranton, declaring’ 


that they should protest against such injustice, as decisions 
of that character were likely to become precedents.—The 
Chairman said the Association should have had the matter 
brought before it before the fine was paid, but nothing now 
could be done. 


A WARNING AGAINST BREAD-EATING. 


DR. Rasaciiati, a well-known Bradford (Yorks.) 


physician, in a recent work on Aix, Food, and Exercises: 


= 


a Essay on the Predisposing Causes of Disease, declares 
that: 

“The people who suffer from bronchitis are the people 
who live to a great extent on such food:as bread, potatoes, 
Tice, sago and tapioca puddings, jam and sugar. 

H Bronchitis and rheumatism ‘appear to’ mé to be 
different phases or manifestations: of fundamentally the 
same conditions. Now, it seems to me that rheumatism 


and the condition known as anzmia are other phases of the |} 


effects on the economy of a superabundance of ‘the same 


“FOOD AND 


Inspector Flood, of the» 


If that } 
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; cca aaa apa foods: as. cated Hrontbstiee’s severe colds, . 
; ‘influenza, broncho-pneumonia, and pneumonia. 

“The place where the heat is mainly generated (not | 
entirely, of. course), | is the mucous membrane of the — 


lungs. 


Carcinoma is most commonly 


diet.” 


) LPhe endorsement of these condemnation’ of biehtheat- aa 
ing would be bad for shareholders in the various new bread 


companies. With maize and other flour adulterations 
prevalent, bread is hardly what it was believed to be.- 


A MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH WANTED FOR THE 
EAST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE. 

Tue East Riding County Council, 

attention directed to the sanitary deficiencies shown ° to 

exist in some villages by the reports of the medical officers 


to the Rural District Councils, decided that the condition — 


of affairs was unsatisfactory, and resolved to recommend 
the County Council to appoint a Medical Officer of Health 
for the East Riding at a salary of £400 or £500 a year. 


SOMERSET COUNTY COUNCIL MAY WANT A MEDICAL 
OFFICER OF HEALTH. 


THE committee appointed to consider the question o 
the advisability of appointing a Medical Officer of Health 
have presented a report which contains the following 
recommendation: “That the County Council appoint a 
County Medical Officer of Health at a salary of £500 


s Ae 
‘1 


|... “ Carcinoma: lagacen is often: produced by the too 
frequent use of bread. 


produced by the too frequent use of starch and sugar in thera 


4 
=~ 


having ad its 





per annum, with travelling expenses in addition,” and that — 


he should reside at Taunton, where an office can be 
provided for him on premises the property of the County 
Council. 1 

Mr. Goodford, in moving that the report be received, 
said it was the report of a majority, and not a unanimous 
report. 

It was agreed to adjourn the consideration of the subject 
until the October meeting. 


PARLIAMENT AND THE SALE OF POISONS. 


THE Duke of Devonshire, in moving the second reading 
of the Poisons Bill on June 24th, said its object was to give 
to the public some protection against the indiscriminate 
sale of poisons beyond that already provided by the Phar- 
macy Acts. Those Acts dealt with certain poisons which 
were included in the first schedule of the principal Act. 
They imposed certain restrictions as to labelling, etc. The 
principal restriction which the Acts imposed was that the 
sale was limited to persons registered by the Pharmaceutical 
Society. It was not pretended that this Bill, or any other 
legislation, could very largely diminish the number : of 
deaths which annually took place in consequence of the 
use of those articles. Out of 579 deaths caused by the ‘use 
of articles in the schedule in the years 1895-6, only 111 were 
due to accidental causes, 468 being cases of suicide. Of 
the 111 cases of accidental death by the use of poisons, 
twenty-nine were cases of children under ten years of age. 
He thought their lordships would agree with him that what- 
ever protection could be given ought to be afforded against 
the accidental use of those poisons. ‘The present Bill was 
the result of the representations to which he had referred, 
and it also contained certain amendments of the Pharmacy 
Acts which had not been altogether effectual in preventing 
the accidental use of poisons included in. the schedule, 
Out. of 786 deaths which took place in the two years 
mentioned, caused by the use of poisons included in the 


‘schedule of the Acts, exactly one half the number were cases 


of accident, the other half being cases of suicide. 
The Bill was then read a second time. 






tions were asked in cross-examination. 


THE ISLINGTON MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH AND | 
THE ISLINGTON PUBLIC ANALYST AND SOMERSET 


HOUSE ANALYSES AND TRADE METHODS. 
_ (Continued Jrom page 946.) 


ALTHOUGH the request was refused, it will be noted 
further on that the information was afterwards. otherwise 
obtained. 


The defendants appealed to the Quarter Sessions, and 


there they entirely threw over their own Analyst because the 
seal of the sample submitted had been destroyed, and the 
package opened before delivery to him, and in his place 
produced the Analysts of Somerset House to give evidence. 
Dr. Teed having first sworn to his certificate, they went 
into the witness box and stated that having analysed the 
coffee, it did not in their opinion contain more than 52 per 


_cent. of chicory. The methods of their analyses were duly 


described by them, but as they did not appear to differ 
from the practice pursued by the Public Analyst no ques- 
In the end the 
Court, which was not unanimous in its finding, gave a 
verdict for the appellants. 

After the trial Dr. Teed and myself spoke to the 


~ Government Analysts, and in course of conversation it was 


discovered that one of the reasons that led them to their 
opinion was that recently Mr. Bannister found that the 
solution made from a specimen of what he described as “a 
particularly fine sample of Yorkshire Chicory” gave a specific 


. gravity of 1:027, when made according to the method of 


Messrs. Graham, Stenhouse and Cambell. It is, therefore, 
no wonder that the Somerset House Analysts differed from 
Dr. Teed ! 

I venture to say that not only did he not set so high a 
value on the chicory solution, but that no Public Analyst in 
the United Kingdom would have done so. But the ways 
of Somerset House are ways of their own, and this present 
value set on the chicory solution is on a par with the 
standard which they adopt for genuine milk. In the one 
case it is the value of ‘‘a particularly fine sample of York- 
shire chicory,” and in the other it is the lowest quality of 
milk from nearly the poorest cow. 

Let it be hoped that traders will supply this fine 
chicory to their customers, for evidently Somerset House 
will credit them with having done so, even if they have not, 
and in coffee too sold at 1s. alb., as this was. 

Let me add that I have spoken to several Public Analysts 
on the subject, and they assure me that the specific gravity 
ascribed to the chicory solution is far too high, and that 
1,022 or 1.023 is the highest value that should be given 
to it. 

I ought to mention that I have applied the figures of 
1027 to Dr. Teed’s results, and I find that they work out 
within 2 per cent of those attained by Somerset House, 
from which it can be seen that they only differed on account 
of the higher figures taken by the latter. 

There is another side to this matter, and I put it in the 
form of a question, “ Ought the Government Analysts to 
adopt fresh standards without making the Public Analysts 
of the country acquainted with the changes?” To sucha 
question there can be but one answer. No! And for this 
reason. A difference of opinion between Public Analysts 
and Somerset House generally causes the former to lose 
cast with the public and sometimes with their own authori- 
ties, because whether they be right or wrong, the public 
generally, and the traders always, side with the Government 
officials, believing without any valid reason, that because they 
are government servants, they must, therefore, be the more 
able chemists. Now anything that causes distrust in our 
Analysts is not for the public good, because it creates an 
uneasy feeling that analyses are not reliable. 
a Public Analyst differs from Somerset House, as a rule with 
respect to milk, which the latter profess to analyse in its 
decomposed and putrid state. The Public Analysts, I 
believe, have no desire to run their heads against a stone 
wall, and, therefore, if the Somerset House officials deter- 
mine on a standard, the former for their own reputation 
sake, as well as in the public interest, are certain to adopt 
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it ; although, as in the case of the milk standards, they may 
not agree with it. In the case of this coffee transation the 
raising of the chicory solution from 1’022 to 1'027 without 


any notice to the Public Analysts of the country made all the © 
difference in the reading of the results obtained by Dr. 


Teed and the government chemists, and yet the former had ~ ) 
adopted the method which was devised for, long practised _ 


by, and published by the latter.* 


This continual friction between ‘Public Analysts. and 
Somerset House will never be done away with until either | 


the latter cease to be so reticent as to their procedure, or 
until the Government Department, so far as food adultera- 
tion is concerned, is abolished, and a Court of Reference, 
having the full confidence of the Sanitary Authorities, the 
Public Analysts, the public, and the traders, has been 
established in its place. 

This is the true remedy, and it is to be sincerely hoped 
that the Government will not lose sight of it in their proposed 
Adulteration Bill. 5 

The third instance in which the Public Analyst differed 
from Somerset House experts was in respect to milk which 
the latter analysed some four or five weeks after date, when 
it was in a decomposed condition. Personally, I have not 
the slightest doubt as to the milk having been adulterated, 
because the analyses of the milks brought into Islington by 
train from farmers show that the non-fatty solids averaged 
9°06 per cent., whereas this milk only showed when quite 
fresh 7°95 per cent., on-the basis of which the milk would 
have been adulterated with 12°3 per cent. of water. Dr. 
Teed, however, took the Somerset House Standard of 8°5 
per cent with the result that he certified to only 6 per cent. 
of added water. But in the Somerset House certificate the 
Analysts stated that the milk contained 8°3 per cent. of 
non-fatty solids, which would show that the milk was 
adulterated with 2°4 per cent. of water on their own 
standard, and yet they said it was genuine. 

Mitx.—As the matter of our milk supply is of the 
greatest moment I herewith append analyses of all the 
milks analysed by the Analyst during the quarter. 


Analyses of Milks procured at Finsbury Fark Station 
while in transit. 





Percentage amount Percentage amount 





























No. of Result of Analysis. of added Water ac- 
Sample Oe ae tie Stan: | cording to the Stan- 
Milk SERS icem pps ecip ae es cured at! heirs 
. olds ota. adopte = Gi 
Register.) Fat. (not fat). | Solids. a) EE eae 
167 3°36 8.62 11°98 Nil 49 
168 3°49 O82 7 les 76 Nil Nil — 
169 ATO™ nO s20n | 03-50 Nil Nil 
170 3°18 8-96 | 12°14 Nil Tot 
171 3°43 g°2I 12°64 Nil Nil 
172 3°16 9°74 | 12°90 Nil Nil 
173 2°84. "| 1'9°10 4 = 12:00 Nil Nil 
174 3°58 8:80 | 12°38 Nil 2°9 
175 3°88 { 9:08 | 12°96 Nil Nil 
176 3°53 9723 sie r2270 Nil Nil 
177 3°92 9°34 || 13°26 Nil Nil 
178 a°2T 8°79 | 12°00 Nil 30 
179 3:24.) 8°S0 ac 12°r0 Nil 2:2 
180 CEL, g'09 | 12°46 Nil Nil 
181 3:37 g‘Ig | 12°56 Nil Nil 
182 oS $:05. 3s 11-70 Nil O90 
183 3°17 9°35 12°52 Nil Nil 
184 3°51 ScOlen 12-42 Nil rz 
185 3°92 9°04) | ‘12:90 Nil Nil 
186 3°39 8-89 | 12°28 Nil Nil 
187 3°58 9°22 12'80 Nil Nil 
188 5°30 9°24 | 12°56 Nil Nil 
189 4°17 9°05 13°22 Nil Nil 
190 3°38. | “8:82 | 12°20 Nil 2°7 
IgI a2 8-68 12°00 Nil 4°2 
192 ACOA MONE 2 Ml 13°T6 Nil Nil 
193 3°79 9°13 12°92 Nil Nil 
194 3°66 8-76 12°42 Nil Aug 
195 3°83 9:07 12°90 Nil Nil 
196 4°00 Oc: |* 12°%0 Nil Nil 
Avers.| 3°51 9°06 | 12.57 





To be continued. 


*“ Chemistry of Foods,” by James Bell, Ph.D., Principal of the 
Somerset House Laboratory. 
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SANITARY INSPECTORS’ ASSOCIATION. 


THE Conference of the North-western and Midland 
Sanitary Inspectors’ Association was continued in the Lord 
Mayor’s Parlour of the Manchester Town Hall on Satur- 
day. Dr. Francis Vacher (county medical officer, Cheshire) 
presided. 

After welcoming the members of the Association to the 
Conference, the Chairman said that hygieia was the good 
angel of social prosperity, morality, and real economy. It 





was very gratifying to notice the prominent position modern 
Manchester had taken in furthering all that pertained to 
public health. The report of the Sanitary Committee was 
a record of work prodigious in its extent. 
evidence that Manchester was abreast of the newest ideas 
in the region of practical sanitary work. A useful work 


they had instituted was the systematic examination of drains.’ 
This caused a mass of work, and the need of it was’ 
indicated in the fact that in less than 4 per cent. of the’ 


premises examined the drains were found in passable 
condition. 
11,220 houses and 576 business premises, the total cost 
of the work done being £49,674. Only those who had 
been trying during their official lives to set right defective 
drains could realise the full significance of some of 
those figures or the greatness of the reform they indi- 
cated. There was also the systematic examination of 
dairies and cowsheds and the regulation of the milk trade. 
There were no fewer than 2,499 registered dairies and 
milkshops in the city. These were kept inspected, and so 
great was the vigilance that during the whole of the year 
1897 the regulations were not once infringed. He knew 
the deep interest Dr. Niven took in this matter, and the 
efforts he had made to secure that Manchester milk should 
be stored and sold under cleanly conditions, and that the 
cows should have sufficient air space and good water supply. 
More than this could not be done at present, but he appre- 
hended that if at any time the public could be guaranteed 
that all cows used for milking had been tested and found 
healthy that guarantee would be given in Manchester. The 
Committee had also done much to prevent the spread of 
infectious disease. There had been efforts towards the 
closing and improvement of unhealthy dweliing-houses, and 
the abatement of the smoke nuisance. There were many 
other proofs that- Manchester was in the van of the army of 
sanitary progress. But the proof which carried the greatest 


| weight and gave the greatest security for the future was that 


the city knew how to choose the best men for the positions 
of trust and responsibility she had in her gift.—(Applause.) 

Mr. William Bland (Barton) read a paper on “The 
Local Government Act of 1894—its Effects on Sanitary 
Progress.” Since the passing of this measure, he said, the 
question of sanitation had been brought more to the front, 
especially at election times. In rural districts a distinct 
advance had been made. Before the passing of the Act 
boards of Guardians, who previously formed the rural 
sanitary authorities, resisted any increased representation 
for rural parishes unless a similar course was adopted in 
urban parishes, and as this would have seriously increased 
the membership of the board, rural sanitation had to 
remain inadequately represented. The protection of public 


health was of far greater importance than the administration | 


of the poor law, and it was therefore to be regretted that 
some means were not adopted to give greater representation 
on rural councils. Would it not have been better to form 
the rural councils on similar lines to urban councils, giving 
greater representation to parishes which need not all have 
been in one union, but grouped together in the best 
interests of sanitation? Had this been done it was 
probable that fewer small districts would have applied for 
the formation of urban councils, as under an arrangement 
giving greater representation on the rural councils many 
such districts would have been efficiently governed without 
the burden of a separate council. 

The paper was briefly discussed. 

Mr. William Unsworth (Liverpool) introduced the sub- 
ject of ‘The National Registration of Plumbers.” Every- 
one who had the welfare of the public health at heart, 
had admitted that the scheme of registration of plumbers, 
inaugurated in London by the Worshipful Company of 
Plumbers, was worthy of support. A Bill, called “ The 
Plumbers’ Registration Bill, was deposited in the present 
session of Parliament with the object of establishing a 
system under which plumbers if they cared could be regis- 
tered, no privilege or monopoly being given except that a 
plumber was prohibited from representing himself to be a 
registered plumber unJess be was so registered, to give loca 


It gave ample 


During two years there had been redrained ' 
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status to those who were already registered under the system 
now in force, and generally to have control of the registra- 
tration system and registered plumbers. It was thought by 


some that the registered plumber would become an autocrat 


| the habit of 
| whisky. — lesa la i% & - 
Mr. Lomas said that the defendant had done what he © 
did innocently, thinking that he was perfectly within the 


and by others that registration would increase prices and | 


knit together more closely the members of an already 
mysterious craft. 


But this view of registration was only 
voiced by ironmongers, who represented that if plumbers 


were registered, the result would be that they would be pre- . 


vented from doing plumbing work—a desirable thing to be 
attained. The Bill had in view the protection of the 


general health, for it was well known that inefficient plumb- 


ing jeopardised the lives of the people and undermined the 
national health. 

There was a short discussion. It was decided to refer 
the consideration of the bill to the Parliamentary Sub- 
committee with a view to their taking effective action if 
necessary. d 

At this point the Lord Mayor (Mr. Alderman Gibson) 
and Mr. Alderman Walton Smith (chairman of the Sanitary 
Committee) entered the room, and were introduced to the 
chairman of the Conference by Dr. Niven. The Lord 
Mayor said he had much pleasure, on his own behalf and 
on behalf of the citizens of Manchester, in offering the 
Sanitary Inspectors’ Association a hearty welcome to Man- 
chester. The duties in which they were engaged were not 
of the most inviting character, and it was not work for 
which, he ventured to say, they were overpaid. (Laughter 
and hear, hear.) But it was work that was interesting and 
valuable, and they performed it with all the energy and 
determination they possessed. They were doing their very 
best to promote the health and welfare of the cities and 
towns they represented. Things were altered very much 
in the region of sanitation from what they were some 
years ago. When he first came into the Corporation sixteen 
years ago he was put on what was called the Nuisance 
Committee. He did not know why it was so called, 
but he knew that every member had to serve on it as a 
penalty for entering the Council. (Laughter.) Although 
sanitary work was done as well then as it was at the time 
possible, it was far better done now. The inspectors now 
came before them as educated, trained men of ability, who 
had passed examinations which qualified them for the 
positions they held. This made their work much more 
valuable. The fact that plagues were past history and 
epidemics like angels’ visits, in one respect at any rate, that 
they were few and far between, was due mainly to the good 
work of the sanitary inspectors. It was wise that they 
should thus meet in conference for the exchange of views 
for the better performance of the work which brought to the 
community such incalculable good.—Mr. Alderman Smith 
added a few words of welcome, and the President replied on 
behalf of the Association. 

A paper was afterwards read by Mr. Ernest Worrall 
(Penmaenmawr) on the “ Education of Sanitary Inspectors,” 
In the afternoon the members paid a visit to Carrington 
Moss. This brought the proceedings to a close. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Watford Petty Sessions William W. McClew was 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling 
adulterated whisky at Croxley Green, on the 27th May. 

Mr. Lomas appeared for the defendant. 

Mr. W. G. Rushworh, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, stated that on the 27th May he went to the 
“Red House,” Croxley Green, kept by the defendant, and 
told his assistant to purchase a pint of whisky. It was 
served to him, 2s. 8d. was paid for it, and handed to him at 
the door. He then saw the defendant, told him that the 
whisky was purchased for analysis, and divided it into three 
parts in the usual way. He had received a certificate from 
Mr. A. E. Ekins, the Public Analyst, stating that the whisky 
was 31°7 degrees under proof. The law only allowed 25 
per cent. under proof. 

By Mr. Lomas: The defendant said te had been in 








law. The wine merchant’s traveller had told him that he 


was perfectly right in putting the proportion of water men- 
tioned, and he did not conceal what he had done from the 
inspector. a banar bea wh 

The Chairman: I am afraid that it is your business to 
make yourself acquainted with the law concerning the 
trade you carry on. 
the commercial traveller. 
costs. 


Ar Liskeard on July 6th, Letitia Ann Cook, landlady 


You will be fined £2, including 


» 
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putting halfa-pint of water to a gallon of 


B 
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You must not take your law from 


of the Looe Hotel, Looe, was fined 3os. for selling gin . 


adulterated with water to 37°91deg. under proof, the Act 


only allowing 35deg. 


Ar Hastings, on July 6th, Ann Linton, of the “British 


Queen,” was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for 
selling adulterated whisky. The certificate of the Borough 
analyst showed that it was 29 deg. under proof or 4 deg, 


below the standard. No defence was made, and a fine of — 


ros. and 18s. 6d. costs was inflicted. 


At Faversham, Stephen Ward, landlord of the ‘Coal 
Exchange,” Quays, Faversham, was summoned for. selling 
adulterated whisky on the 17th of May.—Superintendent 
Turner stated that he purchased half a pint of whisky on 
the 17th of May, by agency, at the Coal Exchange. He 
afterwards submitted a portion of it to the public analyst, 
who reported that it was 2°69 below the legal limit of 
strength.— Defendant was fined 5s., and 11s. 7d. costs. 


At Carmarthen on July oth, P.S. Rogers charged John 
Davies, of the “ Joiners’ Arms,” Llansaint, with having sold 


some whisky 513 per cent. under proof.—Defendant said he 


bought the whisky from the previous tenant, and he was 
not aware that it was adulterated. Fined £2 4s. 2d., in- 
cluding costs. 


Ar Ramsey Jane Kermeen, of the “Bridge Inn,” 
Ramsey, was charged with selling spirits which were adul- 
terated beyond the point allowed by Jaw.—Inspector 
Cannell said he made a purchase of a pint of rum anda 
pint of whisky from the defendant on March 7th, and, on 
being analysed, the rum was found to be 28°4 under proof 
or 3'4 below the standard allowed by the Act, the whisky 
was 26°7 under proof or 1°7 below the standard allowed by 
law. On the last inspection, previous to this occasion, Mr. 
Terry, the public analyst, examined her spirits, and found 
them very weak, and cautioned her not to sell them that 
week or she would be getting in trouble.—His Worship said 
that as the whisky was not so very much below the recog- 
nised standard he would impose a fine of 2s. 6d. and 
costs, or seven days ; but in regard to the rum, which was 
a very much worse case, the defendant would be fined tos. 
and costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment. 


MILK. 
AN INTERESTING CASE AT DUNFERMLINE. 


A MILK prosecution, which aroused a great amount of 
interest, took place in the Dunfermiline Sheriff Court on 
July sth. At the instance of Andrew Walker Bell, the 
chief sanitary inspector for the burgh, David Finlayson, 
dairyman, Venturefair, was charged with having on rst June 
sold a pennyworth of sweet milk, which, upon analysis by 
Mr. Ivison Macadam, public analyst for the burgh, was 
found to be diluted, according to the Somerset House 
limits, by the addition of at least 17 per cent. of added 


water, and to have had 36 per cent. of its natural fat ab- 


stracted. He pleaded not guilty. The case for the prose- 
cution was strengthened on this occasion by the appearance 
in the witness-box, besides the burgh analyst, of. Dr. 
Falconer King and Dr. Tatlock. Dr. King agreed with 
Professor Macadam as to the deductions from the analysis, 
but Dr. Tatlock, taking the standard of fat at 2.75, instead 
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cof 3, fixed the percentage abstracted at 30, in place of 36. 
_ Mr. John Hunter, analyst for the county of Mid- Lothian, who | 
“was the only skilled witness called for the defence, ‘caused |. 


‘great amusement by the manner in which he gave his 
evidence, which was for the most part addressed to the 
people seated in the body of the court rather than! to the 
bench. He declared that there was no universal standard 
accepted, and complained bitterly that he could not get a 
conviction in Mid-Lothian because of the opposition in 


court of Dr. Falconer King and Dr. Stevenson Macadam, 


whose names he seemed unable to avoid repeating. Ac- 
cording to these analysts, he said, the milk in question 
might be perfectly genuine. After the witness had been 
frequently pressed to give his own opinion upon the quality 


of the milk as disclosed by the analysis, with little satisfac- 


tion, Sheriff Gillespie interpreted it to be that milk of the 
quality stated was not genuine, but that there would be a 
difficulty in getting a conviction. 
the defence wert to show that the milk had not come from 
the accused’s own farm, but had been bought in. The 
Sheriff found both charges proven, but with respect to the 
second he substituted 20 for 36 as the percentage of fat 
abstracted, in order to be within the mark. A fine of ros. 
was imposed. 


At Hastings, on July 6th, Nora Lambert was summoned 
for selling adulterated milk.—Walter Charles Inskipp gave 
evidence as to purchasing a pint of milk which the analyst 
certified had an absence of 20 percent. of cream. There 
was no added water.—Defendant stated that she sold the 
milk exactly as she bought it, and only retailed half a 
gallon a day.—Fined 2s. 6d. and 11s. costs, the chairman 
advising defendant to “‘stir it up a little next time.” 


At Brierley Hill, on July 7th, before Mr. N. C. A’ 
Neville (stipendiary), Matthew Barnes, farmer, Lutley, was 
charged with selling milk from which part of the cream had 
been extracted.—Samuel Toy, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, deposed to a purchase of milk at Quarry 
Bank supplied by defendant, and Mr. Van Tromp said the 
analysis of the portion of milk sent to Mr. E. W. T. Jones 
(county analys‘), showed that 9 per cent. of the cream had 
been. extracted.— Mr. Clulow said the milk had been twice 
passed through a:sieve, and this accounted for its quality. 
Defendant and his father had never had a conviction 
against them during the forty years they had been in busi- 
ness.—Defendant was fined £2 and costs. 


AT Queenstown Petty Sessions Acting-Sergeant Ross 
summoned Mrs. Hannah Cairns under the Food and 
Drugs Act, for selling milk below the sufficiency of fat. 

The acting-sergeant deposed that on the 16th of last 
April he purchased a quantity of milk from defendant, and 
told her he would have it analysed, and again on the 2oth 
of the same month he purchased another quantity for 
analysis. He divided the milk on each occasion into three 
parts. He gave one part to the defendant, sent another to 
the analyst, and retained the third portion for himself. In 
the first case the analyst certified that the milk was 12 
per cent. deficient in fat, and that the milk was either 
skimmed milk, or mixed with skimmed milk. In the sécond 
case: the analyst certified that the milk was 10 per cent. 
deficient in fat, and as in the first case, was either skimmed 
milk or mixed with skimmed milk. 

Mrs. Cairns said she sold the milk as she got it from 
the farmer who supplied her, but she got no guarantee that 
the milk was pure new milk. She did not understand it 


- was necessary to get a guarantee. 


She was fined for the first offence 5s. and 12s. 10d. 
costs, and for the second 7s. 6d. and 12s. 8d. costs. 


At Clerkenwell Police-court, on July 7th, the Farmers’ 
and Cleveland Dairy Co., Limited, of 12, East Street, 
Gifford Street, were summoned for ‘selling milk adulterated 
by the addition of at least 8 per cent. of added water. 


Mr. Hale prosecuted on behalf of the Holborn Board of | 


Works; and Mr. Ricketts, sen., defended. The milk was 
purchased from one of the defendant company’s barrows, 
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and a warranty was set up by way of defence. The case 
was dismissed. See 

Messrs. Jones Bros., of 122, St. John Street, Clerken- 
well, were summoned for selling, on June 5th, milk con- 
taining’ 5 per cent. of added water. In this casea sample — 
was taken in the street by an inspector of the Holborn 
Board, and the defendant said he sold the milk as he 
received it. Mr. Horace Smith imposed 18s. fine and 2s. 
costs, 

John Lewis, 15, Great Bath Street, Clerkenwell, was 
summoned for selling, on June 5th, milk adulterated with 
7 per cent. of added water.—Defendant was fined 2os., 
with 2s. costs. 

J. Evans; of 32, Rosomon Street, Clerkenwell, was — 
summoned for selling milk adulterated with 9 per cent. of 
added water, and was fined ros., with 2s. costs. 

Messrs. Jenkins Brothers, of 6, Aylesbury Sireae 
Clerkenwell, were summoned for selling milk from which 
the fat had been abstracted without disclosing the fact to 
the purchaser.—Defendants decided to have the sample 
produced in court sent to Somerset House, and the case 
accordingly adjourned. 

At Bootle on July 8th, John Todd and Martin’ Carr, 
milk dealers, were fined—the former tos. and costs and 
the latter 20s. and costs—for selling milk not of the sub- 
stance and quality demanded by the purchaser. 


BAD MEAT IN NOTTINGHAM. 
A BuTCHER SENT ‘TO PRISON. 


AT a special sitting at the Nottingham Guildhall on 
July 5th, John M. Knight, butcher, of 14, Southwell Road, 
was charged with depositing for sale in the Shambles on 
June 17th the carcass of a sheep unfit for human food.— 
Mr. H. W. Day appeared to prosecute, and Mr. J. A. H, 
Green on behalf of the defendant. Defendant pleaded not 
guilty.—Mr. Day said the carcass of the sheep was in an 
emaciated condition, and instead of weighing 7olb., as a 
sheep of that size should, it only weighed z9lb. The 
offence was made worse by the carcass being dressed as 
that of a lamb. 

Thomas Moore, inspector of nuisances, said that on the 
19th of last month he saw the carcass of the sheep in the 
Corporation Meathouse. It had been dressed as lamb and 
blown up with air. A large piece of fat was skewered to 
each kidney. The carcass was emaciated, dropsical, and 
very wet, and quite unfit for human food. It weighed 2glb., 
and should have weighed in proper condition 7olb. Witness 
submitted it to a magistrate, who ordered it to be destroyed. 
He had since seen Mr. Knight, and told him he could have 
the carcass examined by anyone he chose; but defendant 
did not avail himself of the offer. Hesaid he had bought 
the sheep in the Nottingham Cattle Market. He said 
that the head and pluck had been thrown away, but he did 
not add for what reason. 

Arthur Inger said his tather kept a shop in the 
Shambles. On the date in question, witness saw defendant, 
who asked him for his father, saying he had a sheep for the 
latter. He told witness to take the sheep and hang it up 
in his shop. Witness did this and left the shop. When 
he returned with his father the carcass was gone. 

Fred ‘Truswell said he was employed to assist the 
inspectors in the Shambles. He overheard the conversa- 
tion between the defendant and the previous witness and he 
saw the latter carry the sheep away. He afterwards saw 
the carcass and at once knew it was ‘‘ wrong,” being wet 
and dropsical. By the instructions of Inspector Cutler he 
locked it up in the meat-house. 

Inspector Cutler gave corroborative evidence, and John 
Clay said he saw the carcass hanging up in front of Inger’s 
shop and cut it down. He did this because he thought 
someone would get into trouble over it. 

Joseph Kellam, slaughterman, in the employ of de- 
fendant, said he had instructions to kill a number of sheep. 
| One he dressed as a lamb because it was “a bit thin.” He 
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was told to do this by his employer. He did not know. 


what became of the pluck and head.—By Mr. Green: 
This was not the first sheep he had dressed lamb-fashion. 
Thousands of. healthy sheep were dressed in this way. 
The animal was healthy, but it was thin.—In answer to 
Mr. Acton, witness said he had not made any statement 


about the pluck to anyone. Still further questioned, he 


said he hada bad memory, and could not remember having 
told Inspector Moore anything. 

-Dr. Boobbyer said he had examined the carcass of the 
sheep. It was extremely emaciated, and the flesh was wet 
and flabby. It was in such a condition as one would 
expect to find in an animal suffering from some emaciating 
disease. There was hardly a trace of fat about it. There 
was a disease of the joints of the hind leg, suppuration 
having already set in. 

This concluded the case for the prosecution. 
Mr. Green said that so far as defendant knew there was 
no disease about this sheep, which he bought with another 


-in the Cattle Market earlier in June. A butcher who went 


into a market which was supervised went there believing 
that he could rely upon the sheep and cattle there being 
fit for the use of man. 

Robert Hawley, butcher, said he had been in the employ 
of defendant for some time. He first saw the sheep in the 
Nottingham Cattle Market, where defendant bought it at 
Walker’s auction, with another, for 47s. the pair. Witness 
afterwards killed the sheep in question, and did not notice 
anything the matter with it. It was dressed as a lamb. 
He had seen sheep dressed as Jambs “many a time.” 

The magistrates retired, and, on returning, Mr. Acton 
said they had decided to convict in this case. Defendant 
had been previously fined £20 tor a similar offence. The 
Bench considered this an extremely bad case. It was per- 
fectly clear that the animal was in a wretchedly emaciated 
condition—totally unfit-for human food. The case was 
greatly aggravated by the fact that the carcass was dressed 
as a lamb. The Bench felt that it was somewhat of a 
slander upon the trade in which defendant was engaged 
that there was a suggestion that this was a custom in the 
trade. Having regard to the fact that he had already been 
fined, they did not think this could be met by a fine at all. 
Men like defendant cared little for a fine. They paid it 
and went on offending. He would have to go to prison for 
six weeks. 


UNSOUND MEAT IN DUBLIN. 


At Dublin, on July 6th, Thomas Case, 70, Upper 
Dorset Street, was summoned by the Corporation for expos- 
ing unsound meat for sale. 

Mr. Rice, assistant solicitor to the Corporation, 
prosecuted. 

A witness named Murphy proved that on June 25th she 
purchased some corned beef at the defendant’s establish- 
ment. Next day she discovered that it was tainted, and 
brought it to the defendant. He said there was nothing 
wrong with it, and refused to give her other meat in 
exchange. 

Sir Charles Cameron deposed that he examined the 
meat, which was in a decomposing state. ‘There was a very 
unpleasant odour from it, and it was unfit for human food. 
Corned beef in that state was much more dangerous than 
fresh meat. 

Defendant denied that the woman brought back the 
meat to him. He had been twenty years in business and 
had never been charged with a similar offence before. 

Mr. Carton said he would take that into account, and 
only impose the mitigated penalty of 20s. 


BUTTER. 


At Clerkenwell, on July 7th, John Hawes, of 124, Brewery 
Road, Caledonian Road, was summoned for selling butter 
containing 65 per cent. of margarine. The purchase was 
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SANITATION. 
proved by Miss Penelope Clark, an agent of the Islington — 
Vestry ; and Inspector Bagshawe produced the analyst’s « _ 
certificate. Defendant said Miss Clark asked for “shilling,”: _ 
and he told her it was a “mixture.” This the purchaser | 


denied, and the case was adjourned for the defendant to 
call witnesses. is 


At Southport on July r1th, Louise Dale, provision — 
dealer, 137, Boundary Street, pleaded guilty to selling for 
10d., as butter, to John L. Kirkbride, inspector of nuisances, 
a pound of a substance which contained 80 percent. of 
foreign fats. Defendant said she omitted to tell the — 
inspector that the butter was “mixed.” Fined ros. and ~ 
costs. ‘. 


AT St. Helens on July 4th, Margaret Bradley; of 77, _ 
Hamer Street, was summoned for selling 1lb. of butter 
which was not of the quality and nature demanded, and 
also for exposing margarine for sale without a label. The 
sitting magistrates were Alderman Sinclair (chairman), 
Messrs. Dromgoole, Burchall, and Michell. Mr. W. J. 
Jeeves (Town Clerk) prosecuted on behalf of the Chief 
Constable, and Mr. R. W. H. Thomas appeared for the 
defence. 

The Town Clerk said there were two informations in the 
case, one under the Food and Drugs Act and one under the 
Margarine Act. The facts were that Police Constable 
Richards, having received instructions from the Chief 
Constable, went to the shop kept by Mrs. Bradley in 
Hamer Street. She herself was there, and on a table at 
the back of the counter was a lump of margarine properly 
labelled. Close to it there was a lump on another dish not 
labelled, and the constable asked what it was.. Defendant 
replied that it was butter, and told him that it was a shilling 
a pound. He purchased a pound, paid a shilling, and then, 
told defendant he had got it for analysis, and divided it 
into three parts. The sample was analysed by Dr. 
Harris, and was found to be undoubtedly marga- 
rine. The facts of the case were not disputed, 
and Mr. Thomas had already told him the woman’s 
defence was that what she sold as butter she had purchased 
as butter from Mr. Parkinson, a grocer in the town. That 
might or might not be so; but the position of the prosecu- 
tion was that, if she wanted to shelter herself under that 
plea, it was. her business under the Act to have got a written 
warranty, which would entirely have freed her. His case 
at all events was that she had committed an offence against 
the Act, and there was no other person against whom pro- 
ceedings could have been taken other than this woman, and 
the net result was that the public had been defrauded. The 
borough analyst certified that the sample contained 40 parts 
of butter and 60 parts margarine. 

Police-constable Richards said he corroborated the Town 
Clerk’s statement of the facts. 

Mr. Thomas, for the defence, said there was practically 
no dispute as to the facts, but he submitted on the law that 
the woman was entitled to be let off. In the first place she 
had acted innocently. There had been no attempt on her 
part to defraud the public. She bought this article from 
Parkinson, at 54, Westfield-street. The man who served 
her was a man named Rimmer. She received this article 
which she believed to be butter, paid butter price for it, and 
sold it as butter. She had a written invoice for it, and she 
would say this was the identical butter marked on the 
invoice. The Food and Drugs Act spoke of a written 
warranty being necessary, and under the Act it had been 
decided that a mere invoice was not sufficient. Since that 
Act was passed the Margarine Act had been passed, dealing 
with this very question of selling margarine for butter, and 
the Act spoke of a written warranty or invoice, which, he 
submitted, showed clearly that a written invoice was 
sufficient. That was defendant’s case. Parkinson had had 
notice of these proceedings, and he (Mr. Thomas) at 
once gave notice of the defence to the Town Clerk. He 
submitted that if their Worships were satisfied as to the 
woman’s dona fides they should dismiss the case. 

Mrs. Bradley, the defendant, gave evidence, and said 
this margarine, which she thought was butter, had been on 
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the counter for more than a fortnight. She had bought it 
as pure butter from Parkinson’s. She sent an order for it, 
She produced a bill for 
it-and other goods. The bill was dated May 27th, and 
included two weeks’ goods. She had been to Parkinson’s 
about this matter, and the shopman, named Rimmer, said 


_ there must have been a mistake ; the boy put up the order 


’ 


- Rimmer said he would pay the summons ; 


that day. She told him she had got a summons, and 


it had been a 
mistake. we ; . 

The Town Clerk remarked that he might shorten the 
case. The section of the Act quoted by Mr. Thomas also 
stated that the person who produced an invoice as defence 
should be liable to pay the costs of the prosecution. The 
only notice of the defence he got was after the issue of the 
summons. There were certain costs which the woman 
could pay and she would have her remedy over against 
Parkinson, who certainly ought to suffer. As far as he 
could see the woman had acted dona fide in what she had 


' done, and he would suggest to the Bench that the case 


should be withdrawn on payment of costs. He thought 
it only fair to the woman to say that he thought she was 
acting Jona-fide. 

Mr. Thomas: We could not give notice of any defence 
before we were summoned. 

~The Town Clerk: I offer to Mr. Thomas to have the 
summons withdrawn on payment of costs. 

Mr. Thomas: As my friend has expressed the opinion 
that we have acted dona fide, we have no objection to pay 
the costs. We accept the offer. 

The Bench agreed to the case being withdrawn on pay- 
ment of costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At Kensington, William Clinkard, 177, Clarendon Road, 
Notting Hill, was summoned for four offences under the 
Margarine Act. Two were for selling margarine otherwise 
than by weight, and “selling butter containing 100 per cent. 
of margarine” on the 4th June, and the others were for 
similar offences on the 8th June.—De‘endant did not appear 
and it was stated he had left the locality—Mr. Chambers 
Leete supported the summons on behalf of the Kensington 
Vestry, and Mrs. Elizabeth Penn spoke to visiting the shop 
on the 4th June and purchasing ‘‘a quarter of a pound of 
tenpenny butter.” It was wrapped in a plain paper and 
she paid twopence-halfpenny for it.—Inspector Hawkins 
deposed to receiving the sample and dividing it in the usual 
way. Whilst he was doing so the defendant said he told 
the last witness it was margarine. The analyst’s certificate 
stated that the substance contained 100 per cent. of mar- 
garine.—In the second case a quarter of a pound of shilling 
butter was purchased.—Penalties amounting to £3 5s. and 
costs, were imposed. 

At Highgate Petty Sessions, David Grieg, grocer and 
provision merchant, of 27, High Street, Hornsey, was 
summoned for exposing margarine for sale without duly 
labelling the same, in contravention of the Margarine Act. 
Inspector Bridge proved the case. Defendant admitted the 
omission, but said there was no intention to defraud ; the 
boy omitted to put the label in this basket, but until Mr. 
Bridge came in it had never been touched. The Bench 
inflicted a fine of 4os. and the Court fees, but refused the 
cost of the analysis. Mr. Bridge said the High Court of 
Queen’s Bench had laid it down that an analyst’s certificate 

must bea condition precedent to legal proceedings. 


A COFFEE APPEAL. 


. Ar the Sheffield Quarter Sessions on July 8th, before 
the Recorder (His Honour Judge Waddy, Q.C.), an appeal 
case was dealt with in which considerable interest was felt by 
those in the grocery trade. 

Some time ago Messrs. Burgon & Co., grocers, who 
have a number of shops in Sheffield, were convicted by the 











Stipendiary Magistrate for selling adulterated coffee, and it 
was against this decision they now appealed. 

Mr. Waddy and Mr. Wilberforce (instructed by Messrs. 
Clegg & Sons) appeared for the appellants, and Mr. T. E. 
Ellison and Mr. R. Leader (instructed by Mr. W. G. 
Collingwood, from the cffice of the Town Clerk) were for 
respondents. 

Mr. Ellison first narrated the facts of the case, about 
which there was practically no dispute. He said that on 
February 16th Inspector Duro went to the appellant’s shop 
in Carver Street and asked for half a pound of coffee. The 
manager, a2 man named Gregory, asked at what price. 
Thereupon the inspector asked what the prices were, and 
was told 1s., 1s. 4d., and 1s. 8d.a pound. The inspector 
said he would have half a pound at 1s. a pound, and 
Gregory took a canister from the counter, placed on the 
scales what appeared to be an ordinary piece of paper, and 
weighed out half a pound of coffee. It was folded up and 
put into a second wrapper, which covered up the pictorial 
advertisement on the inner wrapper, which bore the announce- 
ment that the article was a mixture and not pure coffee. 
The inspector then said the article was purchased for 
analysis, and he then learned for the first time that there 
was a label on the first wrapper, and that was the first 
intimation he had had that. it was a mixture he had been 
served with, and not the pure coffee he asked for. Duro 
said he asked for coffee and not a mixture, and the shop- 
man’s reply was, ‘You know you cannot get coffee at 1s. a 
pound.” The analysis of the mixture showed that only 
60 per cent. of it was coffee, and the remainder chicory. 
Mr, Ellison then turned his attention to the application of 
the statute to the facts. 

The Recorder said there must be sufficient evidence of 
fraud to satisfy a reasonable man, and there was certainly 
no such evidence in that case. 

Inspector Duro was called and gave evidence. 

Asked by Mr. Waddy whether he thought there was 
any intention on the part of the appellants’ assistant to 
deceive him, the witness seemed temporarily derived of 
speech. 

His Honour: Truth lives at the bottom of a well, and 
it seems to me it is going to take a long time to draw it up. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. Waddy: Would you rather not answer ? 

Witness : I would rather not. 

The Recorder: Why not? They didn’t know who you 
were, as you were in plain clothes. 

Witness said under the circumstances he thought there 
was an intention to deceive. 

The Recorder: What circumstances ? 

Witness: Adding the second wrapper. 

Mr. Waddy asked the witness if he thought people who: 
asked for coffee at 1s. a pound expected to get pure coffee. 

Witness : I suppose they expect to get what they ask for. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. Waddy: Well, you won’t answer. 

The Recorder: Come, Mr. Duro, let us get on. Life 
is very short, and there is not much left of it for us. 
(Laughter. ) 

Mr. Waddy, on behalf of the appellants, contended 
there was no case to answer. 

The Recorder said there had been an allegation of 
fraud, and it would be only fair that Mr. Burgon and the 
manager should be called. 

Mr. Waddy said the words on the label had been held 
over and over again to be a sufficient compliance with the 
Act, and the allegation of fraud having failed the point 
with regard to the label also failed. 

Mr. Joseph Gregory, the manager of the Carver Street 
shop of the appellants, who served the inspector, was called, 
and denied that in what he did he had any idea of deceiving 
the purchaser. 

Mr. Charles Burgon, one of the appellants, said pure 
coffee could be sold at 1s. a pound, but it was rubbish, and 
the berries for it were known as “stinkers.” His mixture 
of coffee and chicory, sold at 1s., contained coffee which 
cost 1s. 2d. a pound, the buyer getting that advantage in 


order to compensate for the chicory. There was no intention J 


to defraud. 


The Recorder ridiculed the idea of fraud, held that the | 
words on the label were a reasonable compliance with the - 


Act,‘and allowed the appeal with costs. 


GINGERBREAD ADULTERATED WITH ALUM. 


At Wolverhampton Police Court, Frederick Harris, 5, 


St. Mary’s-street, Wolverhampton, was summoned at the 
instance of Mr. G. F. Allwood, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act for the borough, for selling, at the Wolver- 
hampton Fair, on June 1st, gingerbread which was not of 
the nature, substance, and quality demanded, being adulter- 
ated with alum at the rate of 46 grains per lb. A second 
summons against Harris charged him with selling ginger- 
bread adulterated with 72 grains of alum to the lb. Clara 
Stockton, of 8, Moore’s Row, Digbeth, Birmingham, and 
Samuel Andrews, of Bromsgrove, were also summoned for 
a like offence, the adulteration in Stockton’s case being at 
the rate of 70 grains per lb., and in Andrews’ 75 grains per 
lb. ‘The defendants pleaded guilty. 

Mr. R. A. Willcock, who appeared for the defendants, 
said that Mr. Allwood had kindly consented to accept 
nominal penalties in the cases, the object of the authorities 
being to prevent any further adulteration of gingerbread by 
the addition of alum. The defendant Harris had as much 
idea of the constituents of gingerbread as he (Mr. Willcock) 
had. The members of the Harris family had sold at 
Wolverhampton Fair for several generations, and the ginger- 
bread had been made according to a formula which had 
been handed down. It was the same formula which was 
used by other makers of gingerbread. The object of the 


authorities was to prevent the addition of alum; but after 


this prosecution the makers of gingerbread would know that 
they could not use alum in it. 

Mr. Allwood said that the formula mentioned had been 
used unwittingly for a length of time. The defendants 
were not in a good position, and were unable to pay any 
heavy fines. 

Mr. Newnham said the object of the cases was to stop 
the use of alum in gingerbread, the use of which was 
illegal. 

Wr. Willcock remarked that two of the defendants had 
come from Worcester to answer the summonses. 

Defendants were each fined as follows: Harris to pay 
338. 6d., and the other two ros. 6d. each. 

Mr. Allwood has done in this as in several other 
discoveries of dangerous adulterations —a meritorious 
public service. 


WEAK VINEGAR. 


At Rochdale on July 8th, George Lister, greengrocer, 
of 27, Oldham Road, was summoned for selling vinegar not 
of the nature and quality demanded by the purchaser, 
Thomas Whitely, inspector of foods and drugs. —The Town 
Clerk (Mr, James Leach) prosecuted. 

Mr. Leach explained that the case had been adjourned 
from June 1st for three months. On June ist a second 
case against a man named Tattersall was disposed of, a 
penalty being imposed. As the advocate for the defendant 
in that case then gave notice of appeal the case against 
Lister was adjourned for three months pending the decision 
of the court of quarter sessions. However, the notice to 
appeal had since been withdrawn. Mr. Leach then put in 
the certificate of the analysis of the vinegar purchased by 
Mr. Whiteley. This showed that the liquid contained 80 
per cent. of diluted acetic acid and 20 per cent. of real 
malt vinegar. 

Thomas Whiteley proved the purchase of the 
vinegar on Wednesday, May 4th. He said he gave 2d. 
for it. 

Defendant said he had been in possession of the business 
only sixteen days when the vinegar was purchased. He 
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| vinegar with other stock-in-trade at a valuation. He ‘bough © 


the vinegar in good faith and sold it in good faith. | 
supplied by a well-known firm named Champions. | 
~ The Town Clerk observed that the case seemed to ‘be : 
one of a purely technical offence. He thought Champions — 
would have defended the case as they did the other one, and ~ 
no doubt they would pay the costs. . 
The Chairman said there seemed to ‘be ‘a ‘distinction 
beHreee this case and the former one. A fine of 21s. and - 
costs would be imposed. pee ie 
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“DRUG STORES” AND UNREGISTERED CHEMISTS. 


At the Manchester County Court on July 11th, the 
Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain sought to recover 
the statutory penalty of 45 of J. G. Desborough, of 35, 
Renshaw-street, Greenheys, for having acted as a chemist 
and druggist contrary to’. the Pharmacy Act. The de- 
fendant did not appear. Mr. T. R. Grey, barrister, on 
behalf of the Society, called formal evidence of the sale of 
a bottle of Kay’s essence of linseed, which contained 
morphine and chloroform, by the defendant, and his 
Honour gave judgment for £5 with costs. In the case of 
James Edwin Winn, of 35, Higher Ardwick, Manchester, 
against whom three summonses were issued, and which he 
had admitted, his Honour entered a verdict for Hl 5 and 
costs in favour of the plaintiff society. 


TINNED FOOD POISONING. - 


In regard to the alleged case of poisoning of a young 
married woman through eating tinned salmon, at Rusthall, 
Tunbridge Wells, the Coroner has been requested to change 
the date of the adjourned inquest from Wednesday next to 
the tollowing night, to allow of the attendance of medical 
witnesses from London. Owing to the numerous reported 
cases of poisoning through persons eating tinned meat and 
fish, the Home Secretary has decided to fully investigate 
this case, and Dr. Stevenson, the expert chemical analyst 
of Guy’s Hospital, is to attend the inquest. 


ADULTERATED SUGAR. 


At Watford Petty Sessions Ernest C. Goodson, of 
Watford, was charged with selling adulterated. sugar, at 
Watford, on June 3rd. 

Mr. W. G. Rushworth stated: On June 3rd I sent my 
assistant to the defendant’s shop in St. Albans Road to 
purchase a pound of Demerara sugar. The sugar was 
obtained and handed to me at the door. I went back and 
saw the defendant’s manager, and told him that I had 
purchased the: sugar for the purpose of analysis. The 
defendant said it was not Demerara sugar, but dyed crystals. 
I then divided the sugar in the usual way. I have received 
a certificate from the public analyst, which states that the 
sample is not Demerara, but sugar crystals artificially dyed. 
It is beetroot sugar, dyed artificially to represent Demerara. 
Demerara sugar is more expensive than beetroot sugar. I 
paid 13d. a pound for it; Demerara sugar would ‘de 2d, 
Mr. Goodson has seen me ‘since, and said that people will 
not pay the price of Demerara. 

The Bench inflicted a fine of £2, and costs #1 4s. 6d. 


THE STANDARD OF WATER IN BUTTER. 


A REPORT from a Committee of the County Limerick 
Grand Jury states that they considered, from the pro- 
fessional evidence, 16 per cent. of water was the minimum 
quantity allowed in pure butter, and they accordingly 
directed their inspectors to prosecute in all cases in which 
the certificate of the public analyst shows a percentage 
of water in excess of that. figure. The report was 
adopted. 
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4 PURE FOOD REGULATIONS IN BRAZIL. ; 
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Tue government in Brazil is taking a strong position 
with regard to excluding impure food products from that 
country. It has an official analyst whose duty it is to 
analyse imported wines, spirits, and foods before they are 
_ allowed to go into general consumption. Many products of 
_ well-known firms have already been condemned as injurious 

to public health. The law under which the exclusion of 
_ these food products is made is as follows: 

“The wines, lard, as well as any alimentary substance, 
condemned by the National Laboratory cannot be cleared, 
and its owners or consignees shall be obliged to re-export 
_ them within the time indicated by the inspectors of customs, 
or, in case they do not do so, the articles shall be destroyed, 
“and a fine of 1,000 milreis imposed on the importers or 
- consignees, in accordance with Article 15 of Law No. 489 
of Dec. 15th, 1897. 

“The following are considered as injurious to public 
health and condemned: Wines as well as all alimentary 
substances containing boric or salicylic acid, alcohol of bad 
quality, mineral acids, sulphuric, sulphurous, nitric, hydro- 
chloric acids, sulphites, alum, fluorilicates, fluorides, alkaline, 
saccharin, salts of strontium, lead, zinc, tin, arsenic, 
antimony, sulphate of potash in quantities of more than two 
grammes per litre of wine, except for wines of alcoholic 
grade above 20, for which four grammes of sulphate of 
potash per litre will be allowed; for beer substitutes hops 
, as absinthe, quassia, colchicum, picrotonine, colocynth, 
nux vomica, picric acid, aloes, as well as essences prepared 
with greasy ethers, coloring matter derived from coal and 
combined with lead, mercury, copper, arsenic, antimony, 
barium, or any other substance recognised, or which may 
be recognised by science as injurious to health.” 


- NEW FORM OF WINE SOPHISTICATION, 


Since the white variety of certain wines commands a 
higher price than the red, H. Hugounengq states that these 
latter are sometimes artificially decolourised by means of 
animal charcoal and potassium permanganate. The 
sophistication is readily detected on incineration, but may 
be more quickly revealed by adding to 10 C.c. of the 
suspected sample 1 or 2 C.c. of caustic soda solution and 
t C.c. of hydrogen peroxide. A deep red-brown colour 
will be given by an artificially decolourised wine, a natural 
white wine merely becomes slightly darker in colour.. The 
test will answer without the addition of peroxide, if the 
alkaline mixture be well stirred and left exposed to the air. 
—Journ. de Pharm. [6), vii., 321. 


THE GROCERS’ FEDERATION AND ADULTERATION. 


AT the Annual Congress held at Dublin last week, Mr. 
J. S. S. Carrie (Bolton) moved the following resolution, sent 
forward by the Association of that place, to the following 
effect : 


“That this Association of Bolton grocers cordially . 


support the principle of the Bill introduced by Mr. H. 
Kearley (called the Adulteration of Food Products Bill), 
and urge the Federation to press for the advancement of 
the Bill, with such modifications of objectionable clauses as 
are recommended.” 

Mr. John Williams (Manchester) seconded the motion. 

In reply to Mr. Shirley, 

The Secretary read out the record of views taken on 
the subject by the Parliamentary Committee. They made 
certain recommendations. 

Mr. Williams thought the matter could be again referred 
to the Parliamentary Committee. 

Mr. Jennings (Bristol) asked for the recommendation 
made with regard to Clause 3. 

The: Secretary pointed out that the clause referred to 
proposed to make imprisonment a part of the penalty for 
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food adulteration, where the second offence was com- 
mitted. Mr. Kearley’s Bill proposed that after a certain 
number of offences imprisonment might be part of the 
penalty. The proposal to make imprisonment part of the 
penalty would fall heavily on many traders. Take the case 
of the man who had fourteen or fifteen branch shops. He 
could be convicted in fifteen different places, and owing per- 
haps to the action of some careless assistant, might be 
hauled off to prison. 

Mr. Rutherford (Liverpool) thought the matter might 
be left in the hands of the Parliamentary Committee. 

The Secretary said if it would save any discussion he 
might say that the Bill was dropped for the present session. 

The resolution was accepted, with the recommendations. 
sent forward by the Parliamentary Committee. 


“TRUTH” ON ADULTERATION. 


In Zruth the member for Northampton referred to a 
case illustrating the way “in which the retail tradesmen 
often have to suffer for the sins of the wholesale manu- 
facturer.” After recounting the details, he says the retail 
grocer was fined, ‘‘ while the manufacturer escaped any 
penalty beyond the obloquy they incurred through the 
publication of the proceedings.” His remedy is that “the 
law should surely enable the authorities to proceed against 
the manufacturers, who are the real offenders, instead of 
compelling them to single out for punishment one of the 
numerous shopkeepers who innocently retailed the stuff.” 
Exactly. And if the law is amended so that the invoice is 
made a warranty, this very desirable object would be attained. 
There have been two orthree cases recently in the police-courts 
in which grocers have been heavily fined and roundly 
lectured by police magistrates, and have had to stand the 
obloquy, although the costs had been paid by the manu- 
facturer, who ought to have been charged with the offence. 
A correspondent sent mea label for condensed ‘‘ separated ” 
milk recently which had the word ‘‘skimmed” on it boldly 
and the word “separated” very faintly. He asks how the 
tin would stand under the recent decision, which laid it 
down that the word “separated” must be used instead of 
“skimmed.” The answer, says Zhe Grocer, seems to be 
that the label is not a satisfactory one, and the shopkeeper 
would be wise not to pass it; and certainly, if a prosecution 
ensued, the wholesale man, and not the shopkeeper, ought 
to have to answer the summons. Perhaps the trade will 
have the powerful support of Mr. Labouchere in getting 
Mr. Chaplin to bring in the long-promised Government 
Bill. 

It would have been more to the trade’s advantage had 
The Grocer taken this view five years ago instead of 
opposing it when we expressed it, and opened a crusade 
against ‘‘separated ” mis-labelling. 


THE BAD MEAT TRADE. 


There is one offence, and a very detestable one it is, 
which certainly does not diminish in this kingdom, but very 
much the contrary, says Zhe Eastern. Morning News. 
The sale of meat unfit for human consumption assumes 
larger dimensions every year; the provincial papers posi- 
tively teem with cases of the sort; nor are they uncommon > 
in the Metropolis. Moreover, it is very suggestive of 
lucrative business that previous convictions should so 
frequently be recorded. As a rule, the punishment for 
thus poisoning the poor wholesale is nothing more than a 
moderate fine, and the profits being enormous the vendor 
can afford to run the risk of this trifling loss. Only in very 
bad cases, such as one adjudicated on at Stoke-on-Trent 
the other day, is imprisonment inflicted. But in this 
instance, there were no fewer than five previous convictions 
for the same offence within a comparatively short period, 
while in the case under trial a whole carcase of rotten meat 
was being dressed for market. The magistrate stated, too, 
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that the incriminated butcher had made a living by the 
abominable practice during a long course of years, utterly 
reckless as to the suffering which he entailed on his cus- 
tomers. ‘Three months’ imprisonment was not, therefore, 
too severe a punishment for such a systematic iniquity. 
Fining should be reserved exclusively for beginners, while to 
increase the likelihood of detection, some portion of the 
money so received might be handed over to those who 
give the information leading to conviction. The poor folks 
who have the vile stuff palmed off on them are generally 


too much engaged in trying to earn a living to take action’ 


for themselves. 


WANDSWORTH AND CLAPHAM BOARD OF GUARDIANS 
DISCUSS AN ANALYST’S LETTER. 


At the last meeting the Clerk read a letter from Mr. C. 
E. Cassall, with regard to the analysis of milk supplied 
to the infirmary, the committee of which institution sub- 
mitted to the Board. Its purport was that it was not the 
duty of analyst to give the analytical data and figures upon 
which he based his opinion, and that it was improper for a 
public analyst to allow his figures to be submitted to any 
but an expert. He was willing to submit his analysis to any 
expert. 

The Chairman considered it was a most improper thing 
to send such a letter to the Board, saying that there was no 
one there who could comprehend a chemical analysis. 

Dr. Hughes submitted that the Board were entitled to 
receive a proper analysis. He was himself an analytical ex- 
pert, and was entitled to say so because he had gone through 
the proper course of examinations at King’s College, and 
had been educated as an analyst. It was the duty of their 
analyst to make out a detailed report and put his observa- 
tions at the end. He wrote to the chief man of this 
department, Professor Smith, Medical Officer of L.S.B., 
the public analyst of Woolwich, etc., who also said that it 
was the duty of an analyst to give every ingredient of a 
sample and then his observations. 

The Chairman said they had finished with him, and he 
thought every member of the Board agreed with Dr. 
Hughes. 


THE ICE-CREAM MICROBE. 


THE Sun says: We give an interview a Sw representa- 
tive had with J. Kear Colwell, F.I.C., F.C.S., the analyst of 
Clerkenwell Town Hall. 

“1 think this wholesale denunciation of ice-cream re- 
tailed on the street-barrow of the Italian is rather exag- 
gerated. No doubt there is room for improvement, but this 
is equally true of all food sold in the streets. Ice-creams, 
we know, afford splendid breeding-ground for the microbe, 
but the Italians are not so bad as they are being painted.” 

Mr. Colwell instanced the case of an Italian flour dealer, 
who came up to him with a sample of cornflour, which he 
said ‘‘tasted a leetle,” so that the Italians wouldn’t buy it 
for their ice-cream. 

Mr. Colwell ridiculed the statement that the Italians 
used rotten eggs. Why, that would ruin a batch of ice- 
cream. Nothing was so potent for mal-flavouring as a 
rotten egg. An Italian was not such a fool as to scare his 
juvenile patrons in that way. 

Discussing the condition of the water in which the 
Italians swill their glasses, he thought that was often foul. 
In reply to a question about the comparison between that 
and the water used by publicans for a like purpose, Mr. 
Colwell pointed out that the possible presence of alcoholic 
dregs tended to exterminate the ubiquitous microbe, who 
didn’t take kindly to whisky. Indeed, he might be said to 
be a teetotaller. That was one good thing accomplished by 
alcohol. 

There was considerable over-crowding in Eyre Street 
and Saffron Hill, in consequence of which storage-room was 
scant and bad. The authorities ought to see to that aspect 
of the case. He was glad to learn that the Italians were 
generally trying to get rid of each day’s ice-cream that 
night. 
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revolting state ‘of matters. Here is a list of the nature of 
the objects found in the various ice-creams, analysed and 
reported upon by Dr. Allan Macfadyen and Mr. J. Kear 
Colwell, in 1895 :—Bed-bugs, legs of bugs, fleas, fragments 
of bed-straw, charred organic matter, tobacco, pieces of 
copper, human hair, and hairs of cats and dogs. etc., He 
would be analysing samples up-to-date during this: week, 
and expected to find all this done away with. High time’ 
too ! 
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HOW TO ADVANCE THE IRISH EGG TRADE. 


THE Longford egg merchants held a meeting last week, 
and decided : 

“That having had put before us important resolu- 
tions from the Liverpool Egg Merchants’ Association, 
drawing attention to the enormous injury done to 
the Irish egg trade in England by sending over eggs 
which have been stored and thereby become stale, we 
hereby resolve not to purchase eggs that have been stored 
or are stale, and in cases where eggs are found to be unfit 
for use we pledge ourselves to enforce the provisions of the 
Food and Drugs Act for the protection alike of the con- 
sumer and of the Irish egg trade. We appeal to the buyers 
in country districts to send in their supplies each week, 
otherwise we cannot accept them.” 

Other places in the United Kingdom might copy this 
decision, and Russian, Danish, and other trade enemies. 
find sensible opposition opposed to their plans. 


FILTHY ICE-CREAMS. 


Sirk HERBERT MAXWELL asked the President of the 
Local Government Board, on June 23rd, whether his attention 
had been drawn to recent deaths of children owing, as was 
alleged, to their having eaten so-called “‘ice-creams” sold 
by Italians in the streets? whether he was aware that 
several samples of these creams have been reported on by 
Dr. Klein, to the effect that all of them were swarming with 
colonies of the bacilli characteristic either of sewage matter 
or putrescence, or both? whether, in addition, attention 
has been drawn to the danger of mouth-to-mouth infection 
to children sucking ices successively out of the same glass ? 
and whether the provisions of the Public Health Acts and 
the Food and Drugs Acts are inefficient to control or pro- 
hibit the sale of poisonous compounds such as these 
ices? 

Mr. Chaplin.—My attention has been drawn to this 
subject, and I am aware of the fact that children have 
recently suffered from vomiting and diarrhoea after eating 
ice-creams. One of them died, and the coroner’s jury 
attributed the death to the consumption of these ice-creams. 
I understand that in 1894 Dr. Klein made some investiga- 
tions for one of the London vestries of specimens of water 
and ice-creams submitted to him, and that he discovered 
numerous organisms. Asto thethird question, the practice 
referred to is obviously objectionable, but I have no 
evidence of actual mischief having resulted. I am advised 
that these ices would come under the provisions of the 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891, and also the Public 
Health Amendment Act, 1890, where the Act has been 
adopted. But I am making further inquiries into the 
circumstances attending this lamentable occurrence, and if 
it should be necessary I would consider whether any, and 
if so what, alterations in the existing law are desirable-— 
(Hear, hear.) 

Sir H. Maxwell asked if the right hon. gentleman had 
considered the question whether these so-called ice-creams 
might be considered as dairy products, and therefore, that the 
premises in which they were prepared ought to be subjected 
to the same regulations that all dairymen had to submit to. 

Mr. Chaplin said he would be sorry if such premises 
should be considered to be dairies. There was no doubt, 
from what he knew at present, that the conditions under 
which these ices were produced were discreditable in the 
extreme. 
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“TIT-BITS” ON “FOOD FAKING.” 


ANALysTs must have their jokes, we suppose, but we 
think it is really too bad when so staid, solemn, and 
respectable a paper as our verdant friend, Tit-Bits, is 
selected as the victim. We suppose, assuming that some 
eminent analyst did so stuff and befool the 7Z7#-Bits con- 
tributor, that someone really wrote the following in good 
faith ; but what we cannot understand about it is how any 
editor could be humbugged by it. We well remember as a 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 


CONGRESS OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF 
PUBLIC HEALTH. 


ORL CONGRESS will be held in Trinity CoLiecez, 
Dusuin, from August 18th to August 23rd, 1898, 
and a HEALTH EXHIBITION, in connection with 
it, will be held in the Royat UNIversity BUILDINGS 
from 18th to 27th August. 

The Congress is under the Patronage of the Lord 
Lieutenant, the Honorary Presidency of the Lord Mayor, 
and the Presidency of Sir Charles A. Cameron. 

The work will be carried on in eight sections. The 
Lord Mayor will give a Ball, the High Sheriff a Déjeuner, 
the Corinthian Club a Dramatic and Musical Perform- 
ance. There will be four Garden Parties, and several 
Excursions. 

The Congress Banquet will be attended by the Lord 
Lieutenant, the Lord Chancellor, and many noblemen 
and gentlemen of distinction. 

The Horse and Electric Trams of the City and 
County will be free to Congress Members, and the 
Theatres open to them at half-price. 

Delegates to the Congress pay no subscription ; others 
pay a nominal subscription of tos. 6d. 

Intending visitors and exhibitors will please apply for 
programmes to the Secretaries, Public Health Office, 
Cork Hill, Dublin. 





joke, a few years ago, writing of the possibilities of abolish- 
ing the hens’ business, and suggesting how artificial eggs 
might be made. It pains us to see our harmless pleasantry 
find its way into print now as a solid fact in the pages of 
our estimable contemporary, 77¢-7its, of July oth, and to find 
it franked by an “eminent analyst.” We should much like 
to meet that ‘‘ eminent analyst,” but we fear that pleasure 
will not be ours, and that he is too like unto Mrs. Harris to 
appear in person. 

Tit-Bits says: ‘‘ Much has been written of the arts of 
adulteration, said an eminent analyst to the writer; but 
there is very little general knowledge of the extent to which 
foods are built up chemically, and successfully palmed off 
on customers as natural products. 

‘Tt will be a shock to many to learn that millions of 
eggs which have been bought and eaten as products of the 
hen have no more connection with that useful fowl than the 
‘man in the moon.’ 

“There are factories in England and on the continent 
where these ‘ oviform frauds’ are produced at the rate of 
many thousands a day, as simply and yet mysteriously as so 
many sausages. 

“The yolk is first quickly fashioned by machinery, 
from a mixture of maize, starch, and one or two other in- 
gredients, coloured with ochre. The yellow sphere is then 
placed in another ‘box of mystery,’ when the white part of 
the egg, which is often simply cornflour, is added. The 
resultant ball is frozen and moulded into the requisite oval 
shape—-again by machinery. It is then immersed in a third 
vat, which contains plaster of Paris, and emerges with a 
shell which quickly assumes all the hardness and appear- 
ance of a genuine egg-shell. 

“The process of thawing quickly reduces the contents 
of the shell to the consistency of a new-laid egg, and the 
artificial result is ready for the breakfast table, or any of the 
uses to which eggs are put. 

“These ‘ eggs’ can be profitably manufactured to sell at 
prices ranging from 2d. to 6d. a dozen, and are retailed at 
prices which yield anything up to 100 per cent. profit.” 

Later our contemporary says: “ One of the most skilful 
of dietic frauds is the artificial oyster, which finds favour 
among the poorer classes on the continent. It is commonly 
made of glucose and calf’s head, and has so much the 
appearance and flavour of the genuine bivalve as to deceive 
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any but experts. These oysters can be retailed at a 
shilling a dozen, and yet yield the tolerable profit of 300 
percent.” - 

M’yes. 


DIET AS AFFECTING THE PERCENTAGE OF FAT 
IN MILK. 


A FRESH start to the controversy as to the possibility 
of affecting the percentage of fat in a cow’s milk by diet is 
likely to result, says Zhe Standard, from the results of an 
experiment described by Professor Warrington in the 
journal of the Royal Agricultural Society. Most dairy 
specialists have been converted to the theory that, although 
the quantity. of milk and the gross quantity of fat in it, 
may be considerably affected by variations in diet, no 
considerable difference in the percentage of butter fat can 
be made by this means. This conclusion, which is opposed 
to the views of most practical dairy farmers, was arrived at 
in consequence of the results of experiments carried out 
in Germany, the United States, Canada, and England. 
The evidence was not uniformly in favour of the new 
theory, but was so mainly. It now appears, however, that all 
the plans of the experiments were based upon a misconcep- 
tion. At one time the German chemists almost unanimously 
held that the fat in an animal’s body, as well as the fat 
in milk, was derived exclusively from the albuminoids 
(gluten, casein, etc.) of the food. That theory was con- 
clusively disproved by some experiments in pig-feeding, 
carried out at Rothamsted, so far as the fat stored up in an 
animal’s body was concerned. But, although the German 
authorities have admitted that the body fat of animals may 
be largely derived from starch, sugar, and other digestible 
carbo-hydrates, they have not extended the admission to 
the fat in milk. Consequently, the experiments carried 
out to test the question whether the percentage of fat in 
cows’ milk can be affected by diet have been based upon 
the supposition that this fat is derived, mainly at least, from 
the albuminoids of the food. That is to say, from the fact 
that a change in a cow’s diet from a mainly starchy ration to 
one highly nitrogenous failed to increase the percentage of 
fat in milk it was concluded that no difference would be 
effected by feeding. But an experiment recently carried 
out under the strictest conditions at the Geneva (New 
York State) Agricultural Experiment Station proved con- 
clusively that the fat in a cow’s milk was mainly derived from 
the carbo-hydrates in her food. The details given in 
Professor Warrington’s article prove this beyond all possi- 
bility of doubt, and they, therefore, completely upset the 
conclusions based upon the converse theory. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 
THE DitutTion-NoTIceE GAME. 


At Hastings, Thomas Dodson, landlord of the “ Royal 
Standard,” East Street, was summoned for selling adulterated 
Scotch whisky.—Mr. A. D. Thorpe appeared for the 
prosecution, and Mr. Knight for defendant.—Richard 
Wilson King, one of the inspectors of the borough, proved 
that on June 29th he went to the “ Royal Standard” and 
purchased a pint of Scotch whisky. A man named Cossey 
served him, and he paid 2s. 8d. for it. The Borough 
Analyst reported that the whisky was 31 degrees under 
proof.—By Mr. Knight: He did not see the notice pro- 
duced stating that all spirits are diluted according to price.— 
Mr. Knight said the defence was that no water had been 
mixed with the whisky, which had been in stock two years, 
and also that defendant was protected by a notice hung up 
in the bar that “ All spirits sold at this establishment are 
diluted according to price, but not below half-proof 
strength. ”—James Cockett, licensed spirit gauger of sixteen 
years’ experience, proved testing the spirits at defendant’s 
house in July. He tested a cask of whisky of ‘“ Ivanhoe ” 
brand 24 1-10 per cent. under proof. It was possible for 
the strength of the spirit to evaporate. He had seen the 


| notice, which was placed in the most conspicuous positio 


The Bench decided to dismiss the case, as they did not 
consider the purchase was prejudiced in any way. —Mr. 
Knight asked for costs, but they were not allowed. 

At Guildford, Richard Tanner, Woking, was summoned 
for selling a quantity of Scotch whisky not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser, on 
June r5th.—Mr. Frederick Cliffe, County Council inspector 
of weights and measures, gave evidence as to going to” 
defendant’s house, the “ Bird-in-Hand,” Mayford, and pur- 
chasing the whisky of defendant’s daughter. He told her 
that he had purchased it for analysis. He produced the 
public analyst’s certificate, stating that the strength was 
27% degrees under proof.—Mr. Gale Crowdy, who defended, - 
said the adulteration was very slight, and arose very possibly 
from evaporation at that time of the year.—Fined 41 I and | 
costs. . 

At Southport on July 11th, Robert Vicars Mather, wine 
and spirit merchant, Chapel Street, Southport, and pro- 
prietor of the Railway Hotel, Southport, was summoned 
for selling whisky at 31 degrees under proof.—The 
Town Clerk (Mr. J. Davies Williams) prosecuted on behalf 
of the Southport Corporation, and Mr. R. Sadler defended. 
—Mrt. Sadler, in answer to the summons, said that he did 
not controvert the facts, and practically pleaded guilty.— 
The Town Clerk said that while the sale in that case was — 
effected by the person in charge on behalf of the defendant, 
it must be perfectly obvious that although in many cases — 
very much apparent hardship was inflicted upon a master 
by fastening upon him the liability for the acts of his 
servant—especially if he had told that servant not to do — 
those acts—at the same time it must be clear that if that 
were not so in statutes of that character, 95 per cent. of the. 
cases would not be reached at all. According to the leading 
case upon the subject, if it was proved that there was entire — 
absence of connivance on the part of the defendant, that was 
a matter which it was proper to submit to the Bench in 
mitigation of the offence.—John Leigh Kirkbride, sanitary 
inspector for the borough, stated that on June 11th, he - 
purchased a pint of Scotch whisky in the vaults of the — 
“Railway” Hotel. He paid 2s. 2d. for it. A portion of it 
was submitted to the borough analyst, Mr. W. J. Orsman, 
who had forwarded a certificate that the whisky was 31 
degrees under proof, or 6 degrees below the lowest strength 
allowed to be sold.—Mr. Sadler then addressed the Bench | 
in mitigation of the penalty, and called Robert Rigby, 
manager of the wholesale department, who said that the 
Scotch whisky in question was sent to the hotel from his 
department in the usual way on June 7th. In the first 
place the whisky was 16°2 under proof, but was reduced to 
22 under proof before being sent into the vaults. Defendant’s 
instructions were that nothing lower than 22 degrees under 
proof should be sold in the vaults.—William Wood, clerk in 
defendant’s employment, said he added two pints of water 
to the four gallons of whisky sent to the vaults.—The 
certificates of delivery were also produced.—The magistrates 
inflicted a fine of 4os. and costs, and the Chairman said 
that, although the case would be recorded, the license would 
not be endorsed. 

At Sutton Coldfield, on July 12th, Allen Gunnell, 
landlord of the “Sun” Inn, Coleshill Street, appeared 
before the magistrates on a charge of selling adulterated 
whisky to Frederick Merryfield, inspector of nuisances. 
The proceedings were taken at the instance of the Corpora- 
tion, anu the inspector stated that on June 21st he went to 
the Sun” Inn and purchased half a pint of whisky. He 
divided it into three parts, gave one part to the defendant’s 
barmaid, kept one himself, and, having sealed the other, 
forwarded it to the public analyst for analysis. This was 
analysed, and Dr. Hill certified that the whisky sent to him 
contained 9 per cent. of water over and above the 25 
degrees under proof allowed by law. Defendant excused 
himselt by stating that he was ill in bed at the time. The 
young woman serving behind the bar got intoxicated, adn 
the only way he could account for the whisky being adul- 
terated was by the woman drinking some portjon and re- 
filling the jar with water. They immediately discharged 
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the woman, but it was not until after the inspector had been 
served that it was found out what she had done.—A fine of 
_ £2 and ros. 6d. costs was imposed. 


MILK. | 


ANXIOUS THAT THE PAUPERS SHOULD HAVE FULL 
; QuaNnrirTy. 


3 At Ampthill on July 12th, Charles Stanbridge, milkman, 
of Ampthill, was summoned for selling to George Mason 
eight ozs, of skimmed milk, which was found to be 
adulterated with 10 per cent. of water, and was not of the 
natural substance and quality demanded by the purchaser, 
~ at Ampthill on June oth.—He pleaded guilty. 
_ Mr. W. W. Marks, Clerk of the Peace, appeared to 
_ prosecute. He explained that the case was far from being an 
ordinary one, for the milk in question was not sold to P.S. 
_ Mason, Inspector under the Foods and Drugs Act, in the 
ordinary course of his duty, but was taken by him during 
_ process of delivery at Ampthill Workhouse, where Stan- 
_ bridge supplied milk under contract. The inspector really 
_ received two lots of milk on the day in question, but the 
charge had reference only to the one which was most 
adulterated, viz., with 1o per cent. of water. Mr. Marks, 


in conclusion, ventured to say that the case was much worse | 


than one in which an ordinary milkman was caught in the 
course of his common round of delivery, for defendant 

_ perhaps knew that unless he was detected at the minute of 
delivery under contract he was safe. 

Defendant wanted to ask P.S. Mason whether he did 
not test a sample of new milk some time since from his 
dairy and find it all right. 

Mr. Marks: The charge has no reference to “some 

time since,” and the question does not improve your case, 
for it shows that you have gone back instead of improving. 

Defendant said that June 9th was a very hot day, and a 
lot of milk in his dairy wentsour. Ifhe had not adulterated 
some of the rest he would not have had enough for the 
Workhouse. He was sorry, and promised never to offend 
again. 

Fined £1, and £2 17s. 6d. costs. 


HIGHER PENALTIES IN GLASGOW: A WARNING 


FROM THE SHERIFF. 


Art Glasgow on July 14th before Sheriff Boyd, Thomas 
Hamilton, dairyman, 4, South St. Mungo Street, was 
charged with having, on 6th April, sold to a sanitary 
inspector a pennyworth of sweet milk which was deficient 
in natural fat to the extent of 16 per. cent. He pleaded guilty, 
but said that he sold the milk as he received it from a 
farmer, and immediately he found that it was deficient he 
stopped the supply. 

Mr. John Lindsay, clerk of police, who prosecuted, 
said the respondent was a wholesale as well as a retail milk 
dealer. At a previous diet a woman was fined £6 for 
selling milk deficient in natural fat, and her excuse was 
that she sold it in the condition in which she got it from 
this man. Mr. Hamilton was cited to appear at the diet, 
but did not do so. 

The respondent said that he was in England at the 
time. : 

Mr. Lindsay said that at the previous diet the woman’s 
defence was that Mr. Hamilton refused to give her a 
guarantee, saying that he would stand by her, instead of 
which she had to pay the penalty herself. 

Mr. Hamilton said that the woman did not ask for the 
guarantee until after the sample was taken, and he refused 
to give it then. 

The Sheriff said that to a very large extent a wholesale 
dealer was a source of supply, and accordingly there was a 
special need for care on his part. As, however, this was 
the respondent’s first offence, he would limit the penalty. to 
410, including expenses. 

David Lamond, milk dealer, 281, Nuneaton Street, was 





convicted of having, on April 7th, sold to a sanitary 
inspector a pennyworth of sweet milk which was deficient 
in natural fat to the extent of 15 percent. It was stated 
that it was a small business. 

The Sheriff said that as this was a first offence he would 
limit the penalty to £3. 

Patrick Reilly, provision merchant, 226, London Road, 
was charged with having, on March 2nd, exposed margarine 
for sale without the prescribed label. He pleaded guilty, 
but gave as an excuse that he was removing from one shop 
to another. 

After hearing a statement by Mr. Lindsay, and examin- 
ing a plan of the shop made by Inspector Donovan, who 
visited the shop on March 2nd, 

Sheriff Boyd said that this was a serious case on the 
merits, and Mr. Reilly had made matters worse by his | 
suggested defence, because he would have the Court 
believe that the shop was in a state of confusion. Now 
the plan he had before him showed a most orderly con. 
dition of affairs. There was a neatly-stacked pile of 
packages of margarine, which were all regularly and sys- 
tematically labelled, such as “Never was better,” and 
“Direct from the farm,” and Mr. Reilly’s assistant pointed 
out, as “ Direct from the farm,” what was a piece of mar- 
garine. It was as bad a case as he had seen, and he 
imposed a penalty of £15. His lordship added that it 
was very astonishing these prosecutions occurring from 
month to month, and sometimes at less intervals. He 
thought it was quite apparent that sufficient warning was 
not being taken by the different trials that were before 
that Court, and he intended to try if the imposition of — 
very heavy sentences would stop the infringements of this 
Act. 

Thomas D. M‘Intosh, provision merchant, 3, Main 
Street, Anderston, was charged at Glasgow Sheriff Summary 
Court with having, on 11th May sold to a sanitary inspector 
a quarter of a pound of coffee, which on analysis was found 
to contain 60 per cent. of chicory. 

The respondent said that the coffee was sold to the 
inspector by a lad who had only been nine days in his 
employment, and it was only the third day he had left 
him alone in the shop. If he had been there himself he 
would not have sold this article as pure coffee, because he 
had pure coffee in the shop. The sale was made while he 
was at his dinner. He only kept an assistant and a boy. 

Sheriff Boyd said that according to the respondent’s 
own showing he left a man in charge of his shop who was 
incompetent. 

Mr. M‘Intosh: I thought he was competent. 

The Sheriff: Well, you took the risk of that. 

Mr. Thomas Vivers Rae, writer, who prosecuted for the 
Sanitary Department, said that the article was sold to the 
officer as coffee, but, after he explained that it was for the 
purpose of analysis, the assistant explained that he did not 
sell it as coffee, but as a mixture of coffee and chicory. 

The Sheriff said that, according to the respondent’s first 
statement, he left behind him a lad who did not know the 
difference between chicory and coffee ; and, according to 
the inspector’s statement, he did know the difference. He 
imposed a fine of £7. 

At the same Court, Hugh Davidson, milk dealer, 
42, Victoria Road, Govan, was charged, at the instance of 
the Sanitary Inspector of Govan, with having, on June 3rd, 
sold to the inspector sweet: milk which was deficient in 
natural fat to the extent of 35 per cent. He pleaded not 
guilty. 

In the evidence which was led it was stated that the milk 
was bought from a farmer at Irvine as sweet milk, 29 gallons 
being sent daily. At this hot season of the year it was 
found better to separate the cream from the milk and carry 
the cream and the skim milk in separate vessels. When 
these reached the respondent’s shop Mr. Davidson mixed 
the cream and the skim milk together, thus making the 
sweet milk the sameas it was originally. With each delivery 
a warranty was sent of the quality of so many gallons of 
skim milk and so many gallons of cream. Mr. Davidson 
and the shopwoman both testified that they sold the milk 
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exactly as it was received after the cream and the skim milk 
had been mixed. 

The prosecutor contended that as the milk had not been 
sold in the condition in which it was received the warranty 
was not applicable. 

Mr. D. A. St. Clair Swanson, writer, in addressing his 


lordship for the defence, referred to the fact that the milk | 


was bought on June 3rd, and that on 23rd June, while the 
respondent was carrying the sample bottle left with him, the 
bottle burst, and thus he was unable to get the sample 
analysed. He suggested that the prosecution might have 
been a little more speedy, as, had the respondent known 
that there was to be a prosecution, he would have got the 
milk analysed at once. Many samples of milk were taken 
by inspectors, and no prosecution followed. 

The Sheriff said he thought it would be well in every 
case of prosecution that every assistance possible should be 
given to the accused, and that the results of any analysis 
should be at once communicated to the accused. This 
analysis was made on June 3rd, and the result should have 
been sent at once to the respondent. 

It was stated that the respondent had been admonished 
on a previous occasion in Govan Police Court for a similar 
contravention. 


The Sheriff said he had no doubt that the respondent ~ 


bought this milk as sweet milk, and sold it as such; but 
the question, which was really more a question of law than 
anything else, was whether he had a warranty. He was of 
opinion that respondent had not a warranty, because, 
although he bought this milk as sweet milk and sold it as 
sweet milk, he got it in a divided state of skim milk and_ 
cream, and got a warranty applicable to its actual condition 
as:skim milk and cream. However, he thought it extremely 
probable in this case that this deficiency had occurred 
through no fault of the respondent, otherwise the second 
conviction would have involved a very heavy penalty. In 
the circumstances he limited it to £7. 


CONDENSED SKIMMED MILK. 


A BatTcH OF IMPORTANT PROSECUTIONS. 


At Swindon, on July 7th, Arthur D. Williams, grocer, 
of Bridge Street, New Swindon, was summoned at the 
instance of the Wilts County Council for selling condensed 
milk not of the nature and quality demanded, and further 
for selling the milk in its altered state without making a 
disclosure of such alteration.—Mr. H. Bevir prosecuted, 
and Mr. A. E. Withy appeared for the defence.—Mr. Bevir 
said the effect of the summons was to challenge the right to 
sell separated milk as skimmed milk. The constituent 
parts of separated milk and skimmed milk were very 
different. By the process of skimming something over 60 
and less than 70 per cent. of the fat was removed, but by 
the process of mechanical separation practically the whole 
of thefatwasremoved. Inthepresentcaseat least 88 per cent. 





This word is registered and used as 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality 
Articles only, 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa 
made in England on the popu- 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing. 

Packets, 6d., Tins, +/b. 8d., 
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milk had been condensed and sold to the public, the uses _ 


to which it should be confined should be distinctly stated 
on the label. The milk sold by Mr. Williams was called the 


“Burns” brand, and was manufactured in Holland. Onthe 


tin were the following words: “This tin contains skimmed” 
(the word was written none too largely) “milk and is guaranteed 
to contain a good proportion of the original cream, and to 
be absolutely pure and free from any foreign substance but 
the best sugar. By the addition of a little water to reduce 
it to the required consistency it can be used for almost any 
purpose for which ordinary skimmed milk is used. For 


infants our full cream milk is preferable.” The sample con- | 


tained only 1°04 per cent. of fat.—Thomas Appleby having 
proved purchasing a tin of milk for 23d., Mr. Sam Smith, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, said that Mr. 
Williams pointed out that the tin was labelled “ Skimmed 
Milk.”-—Cross-examined : There was a very large industry 
in skimmed milk. It was not possible to have condensed 
skimmed milk. He did not think separated milk was of 
much value as food. The case of Petchey v. Taylor, which 
laid down a new law on the question, was only settled a 
few days before he took the samples. He did not warn the 
tradesmen of the new decision; it was no part of his 
duty to do so.—Mr. Withy said that in view of the recent 
decision he did not propose to raise any legal points, but 
he pointed out that the case was heard on April 29th, and 
was not reported in the Law Times till May r4th—a day 
after the samples were taken. The retailer in this and 
other cases reasonably hoped that the Council would give 
them notice of the alteration, and warn them that they 
could no longer sell the milk with safety; but they had 
been disappointed in that hope. They had sinned in error, 
and he asked the Bench not to enter convictions. After a 
consultation the Chairman said the Bench took the view 
that the cases were of the nature of a test, and they would 
impose the nominal penalty of 5s. and costs. 

John G. Wise, of 26, Park Terrace, was similarly sum- 
moned.—Mr. Bevir said 86 per cent. of the fat had been 


| temoved, and a like penalty was imposed. 


Farnham Budgett, of Fleet Street, was summoned for 
a similar offence.—Mr. Bevir said the milk in this case was 
the “Sunflower” brand prepared in Holland, and was 
marked ‘‘ Condensed skimmed milk,” the word “skimmed ” 
being in larger type than in the previous cases. More 
than 90 per cent. of the original fat had been removed.— 
Mr. Budgett, in defence, said that as soon as his firm heard 
of the recent decision they had slips, bearing the word 
“Separated,” pasted on the present labels, while orders 
were given for the printing of entirely new labels. He 
produced a warranty which he received with the milk.— 
Fined 5s. 

Henry James, of 35, Fleet Street, was mulcted in the 
same penalty, Mr. Withy, who appeared on _ his behalf, 
pleading guilty.—Mr. Bevir said the milk was the “ Useful” 
brand—also prepared in Holland. 





‘“KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 
quettes and ‘*‘KURRUWA” 
Chocolate Almonds. 


In Fancy Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d. 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked ‘‘KUR- 
RUWA,” and if you cannot obtain 
them, write direct to the “‘KURRUWA” 
Association, 5, George ‘treet, Tower 
Hill, London, B.C. 
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In the case of Angelo Vitti, of Albert Street, Mr. Bevir 
said the brand was called “ Keucolco,” and the tin was 
labelled, “This skimmed milk is prepared from the best 
and purest cows’ milk, fed on the richest pastures of 
Holland, absolutely free from bacteria and noxious germs, 
and excels in every respect usual milk; and nothing is 
added to the pure cane sugar.” He pointed out that for 
the tin, which weighed when full one-third of a pound, 23d. 
was charged ; and this was actually a higher price than was 
asked for the best condensed home milk. The quantity of 
fat removed was 88 per cent.—Fined 5s. 

William Richards, of 31, Oriel Street, who had sold an 
Irish preparation, was order to pay a similar fine. 

_Edward Timms, Prospect House ; Ashley Clack, Oriel 
Street; William Gosling, 55, Wellington Street; and 
- Thomas Catchmie, 1, Merton Street, the remaining defen- 

dants had retailed the “ Uncle Sam” brand. The tins were 

labelled to the effect that the milk was adapted for cooking, 
etc., but must not be used for babies or invalids—Mr. 

Bevir pointed out that this was a more straightforward label 

than any of the others, and Mr. Withy asked that a con- 

viction should not be registered.—The Bench fell in with 
this suggestion, and ordered payment of the costs. 
It was announced that the costs in each case amounted 


to £I 5s. 


CURIOUS EXPERT EVIDENCE IN A BAD MEAT CASE. 


; At Southwark, on July 12th, Inspector Cook, of St. 
Saviour’s Board of Works, applied to Mr. Slade for an 
order to condemn about a quarter of a ton of foreign beef. 
Mr. Topham, the solicitor to the Board, said the defendants 
were Messrs. Weddell and Co., of St. Helen’s Place, who 
notified on June 28th that a part of a cargo of meat had 
been condemned at Smithfield Market, and stating that 
they desired to have an inspection made of the remainder, 
some 400 quarters, lying at the vestry’s wharf at Bankside. 
As a result of that inspection nine quarters had been 
seized and brought to the court. Mr. Fitzgerald, barrister, 
appeared on behalf of Messrs. Weddell and Co., and sub- 
mitted that the meat was perfectly fit for human food. 
Inspector Cook said that the meat was part of a shipment 
of 2,000 frozen quarters, and was admittedly affected by 
“bone taint.” It had to be thawed and cut up before 
its condition could be determined, and it was then 
found to be unfit for food, green about the bone, and 
stinking.—Dr. Collins, acting medical officer, gave his 
opinion that the meat was bad, and evidence to the same 
effect was given by Inspector Tevitt, of Smithfield.—Upon 
the other hand Mr. Goodser, a member of the defendant 
firm, said the meat was of exceptionally good quality, but it 
had “lost its bloom ” through being improperly thawed and 
knocked about.—Dr. Nerton, medical officer of health for 
Westminster; Dr. Blyth, medical officer of health for 
Marylebone ; William Milne, meat salesman, of Smithfield ; 
and Mr. J. Roadknight, butcher, of Buckingham Palace 
Road, all said that the meat was sound except one small 
piece, and that, although there was an earthy smell, there 
was no putridity.—Mr. Slade gave an order for the destruc- 
tion of the meat brought to the court. 


a 


A VERY UNSATISFACTORY MILK CASE. 

At Leek, on July 13th, Joseph Knowles, farmer, of 
Ashbourn Road, Leek, was charged by Mr. E. W. H. 
Knight, county inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 

_ with selling milk from which a portion of the cream had 
been taken so as to seriously affect its quality. Mr. W. E. 
Allen defended.—In opening, Mr. Knight said the Somer- 
set House authorities had fixed their standard at 2°75 per 
cent. of fat. This was, of course, a very low standard, but 
had been adopted by the county analyst. He was glad to 
be able to state that, although 60 samples of milk had been 
taken in Leek on June 7th and 8th, this was the only one 
they had to complain about.—William Giffard, assistant- 
inspector, gave evidence as to taking the sample.—The 
analysis showed that 13 per cent. of the cream had been 
abstracted. 





——— 


On receipt of the analyst’sY certificate on June 24th, the 
assistant-inspector intormed the defendant that the sample 
of milk taken on June 7th had been deprived of 13 per 
cent. of its cream. Mrs. Knowles said it was a mistake as 
she was sure the milk was pure, and she should send her 
sample away to be analysed; that they only milked four 
cows, and the milk never came into the house. Mr, 
Giffard suggested that the inspector should see her cows 
milked and then take samples. This was done on 
June 27th by Mr. Knight, the chief inspector, and the 
samples were submitted to the county analyst. On July 2nd 
the sub-inspector informed the defendant that the analyst 
had certified the four samples to be genuine, and the 
details were as follows : 


Ist. 2nd. 3rd. 4th. Average. 
Solids not fat .. 96 8:68 916 9'08 | 
Bat ieee +s Sr, REE: 4°30 3°80 4°00 > 4°05 
Water 86°30 87°02 87°04 86'92 | 


showing that the average was 4°05 of fat, whilst that on 
June 7th was only 2°39, and he asked how they could 
account for such a wide margin of deficiency. 

Mrs. Knowles said that she could not account for it, 
unless it was owing to the cold weather, and June 6th was 
the first night the cows had lain out all night. 

Mr. Jones, the county analyst, produced his certificate 
of the analysis of the sample in question, and stated that in 
his opinion 13 per cent. of the cream had been removed. 
The result of the analysis showed: solids not ‘fat, 8°78; 
fat, 2°39; water, 88°83 per cent. The standard he took 
was fat 2°75, but he thought in theory this was too low. 

Professor Sheldon: Yes ; too low—much too low. 

Q.—Do I understand that analysts and Somerset House 
authorities have fixed a standard ? 

A.—Mr. Jones: No. Somerset House takes that low 
standard, and I have done the same to make myself safe 
should there be any dispute ; but I am of opinion that it is 
much too low. 

Mr. Allen said his client was so sure the milk was 
genuine that he had gone to the expense of having it 
analysed by an independent analyst, but he was bound to 
admit that his certificate agreed with that of the county 
analyst. 

In cross-examination, Mr. Jones said the milk in ques- 
tion could not be genuine except taken from a single cow 
under certain adverse conditions of feeding and adverse 
conditions generally, such as bad and cold weather. Sup- 
posing cows had been kept up all the winter and had been 
turned out to grass on June 6th, and during that night 
there was a severe frost and cold, it might give as low a 
sample as the one in question, but it would be an excep- 
tional cow.—Re-examined by Mr. Knight, witness was asked 
whether such a poverty-stricken cow as mentioned, 
giving as low a percentage of cream as shown by the 
sample, was often met with, and witness replied that such 
a cow would be a curiosity.—The defendant stated that he 
had sold milk for forty-five years and had never been con- 
victed. On the night previous to taking the samples, the 
cows had been turned out after being kept up during the 
winter. The night was a cold and frosty one. He could 
not account at all for the deficiency of cream except for 
this reason.—The Bench retired to consider their decision, 
and, on returning, the chairman said the Bench had gone 
carefully into the case, and the majority were of opinion 
that in consequence of the peculiar circumstances of cold 
and frosty weather prevailing on the night previous to 
taking the sample, there was just room enough to give an 
element of doubt, which was to a certain extent borne out 
by the analyst, and as there was a doubt, they dismissed 
the case, each party paying his own costs. 


COFFEE AND SOMERSET HOUSE. 


At the Halifax West Riding Court, on July 16th, an 
adjourned case of alleged adulteration of coffee, brought 
by Inspector Crabtree, of the West Riding County Council, 
against William Greenwood, grocer, of Greetland, came up 
for hearing. The case was before the Court on June 4th, 
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when both sides were heard, the defendant, through his 
solicitor (Mr. E. Booth), contending that the coffee was all 
ground by him from the pure bean. It was further stated 
that a sample of the coffee had been submitted to the 
Bradford City Analyst, who reported it to be pure coffee. 


_ Defendant’s solicitor applied, under the 22nd Section 


of the Food and Drugs Act, for the third portion of 
the purchase to be sent to Somerset House for analysis. 
This was agreed to by the magistrates, and the case 
adjourned. The results of the Government analysis were 
to hand, and had been communicated to the parties. Mr. 
Trevor Edwards, solicitor to the West Riding County 
Council, now appeared, in company with the analyst to the 
Council (Mr. Allen, of Sheffield), and a number of expert 
witnesses, prepared to contest the accuracy of the Somerset 
House analysis.—Mr. W. J. Waugh, instructed by Mr. E. 
Booth, appeared for the defence, and objected to the case 
being re-opened. He pointed out that evidence was given 
at the former hearing by both parties. The analysis by the 
Somerset House analyst was made at the instance of the 
magistrates, and the result ought not to have been com- 
municated to the prosecution at all. The outcome was that 
since the result became known to the other side they had 
been scouring the country to get analysts to support their 
own analysis. If this so-called rebutting evidence were to 
be allowed, where was the case going to stop >The Chair- 
man (Mr. Clement Holdsworth): The magistrates are 
unanimous in deciding to dismiss the case.—Mr. Waugh 
asked for costs, pointing out that the County Council, on 
ascertaing the nature of the Somerset House analysis, could 
have withdrawn the charge. He asked for seven guineas 
costs.—The magistrates allowed the defendant five guineas 
cost, the County Council also to pay the cost of the 
analysis. 


BONE BOILING NUISANCE. 


At Thames, on July 15th, Messrs. Wickens, Pease, and 
Co., Limited, of 83, Queen Street, Cheapside, were sum- 
moned for four alleged offences contrary to the regulations 
for the conduct of the business of a bone boiler and tallow 
melter.—Mr. Dalby (instructed by Mr. Collman from the 
solicitors’ department of the London County Council) 
appeared to prosecute, and in opening the case said the 
four summonses were under the bye-laws which were origin- 
ally made under the Slaughter-houses, etc. (Metropolis) Act 
of 1874, but which was repealed by the Public Health 
Metropolis Act of 1891. The informations were on account 
of breaches of the regulations committed on the roth and 
19th of May. The bye-laws required every bone boiler to 
construct his utensils and use them in a proper way, so 
there should be no escape of noxious vapours. ‘They also 
required tallow melters to make use of certain appliances to 
prevent vapour escaping into the external air, and required 
aJl gas and vapour to be effectually destroyed. The 
company was in business in a very considerable way 
at Glaucas Street, Bromley, and there was no doubt 
vapour had _ recently been escaping from _ these 
premises so as to create considerable smell and annoy- 
ance to those attending the neighbouring board-school, 
and to other persons. When Mr. E. S. Harrison, 
one of the council’s inspectors of offensive trades, and 
Dr. Hamer visited the premises they found a nuisance 
existing both in the bone boiling and tallow-melting depart- 
ments. They found some of the boilers open and the 
vapour escaping. So far from the vapours being condensed, 
they were escaping with great freedom into the open air. 
In the bone-boiling room the fire was very low, con- 
sequently the vapours were not drawn through the pipes as 
they ought to have been. In the tallow-room the fan was 
out of work. The Act intended such places should always 
use appliances which would prevent a nuisance of that 
kind.— Mr. George Hay Young, who appeared for the com- 
pany, elicited from the inspector that there were other 
works from which smells might emanate in proximity to 
those complained about.—Dr. Hamer said the inhaling of 
such vapours had specific effect, and produced a feeling of 
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lassitude, nausea, and even diarrhcea.—Mr. J. W. Ingledew, 





head master of the Glaucus Street Board School, stated — 


heard that the company had been previously convicted, 
imposed a penalty of £4, and 23s. costs in each case. i 
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COPPER IN PRESERVED PEAS. 


At Rhyl, on July 22th, the hearing was resumed of the 
case in which Inspector Wilianis summoned Messrs. Wm. 


that they had a great deal of smell from these premises, and _ 
it had effect on the boys.—By Mr. Young: The school was 
surrounded by nasty businesses.—Evidence on behalf of 


the company having been called, Mr. Dickinson, baving — 


* 
ow 


Williams and Co., grocers, for selling preserved peas which 


on being analysed were found to contain sulphate of copper. 
At the last hearing the Inspector produced the County 


Analyst’s Certificate, which showed the peas to be adulter- — 
ated with sulphate of copper to the proportion of three ~ 


erains to the lb. 

Inspector Williams was now cross-examined by Mr. J. 
Pierce-Lewis, who appeared for defendant. He said he had 
purchased the peas from Mr. Reveley, defendant’s manager. 
He asked for a bottle of green preserved peas. He had 
had previous convictions with respect to preserved peas. 
He did not go to the shop with the object of securing a 
conviction. He generally took samples of all food. He 
did not know that this special brand was adulterated ; he 


was trying to find out a brand that was not adulterated. 


The peas were preserved in liquid. 
Mr. William Foulkes Lowe, public analyst for the 


counties of Flint, Denbigh, Carnarvonshire, Anglesey, and. 


Cheshire, said the certificate produced showing the sample 
of peas submitted to him to contain three grains of sulphate 


of copper to the pound was his, and it was a true record of | 


the analysis which he made. 

Cross-examined : He did not know of his own experience 
of any cases of copper poison; but there were plenty on 
record, though he did not know of any as a result of copper 
in peas. He could not tell whether the brand of the peas 
produced was the best in the market. 
there were any of them good. He had never eat any of 
them. In the great London case the analysis of the peas 
showed 3°16 grains to the lb. of copper. The Somerset 
House analysis showed he_ believed less than half that 
quantity in the peas in question, but his explanation of that 
was that the longer the peas were kept after being opened 
they became bad, and the copper in them disappeared into 
the liquid, and the Somerset House authorities only analysed 
the peas. His authority for stating that the copper in the 
peas were injurious to health was Taylor’s Medical Jurispru- 
dence. ; 

Mr. J. Pierce-Lewis for the defence said they were pro- 
ceeded against under Section 6 of the Food and Drugs 
Act, which provided that no person shall sell to the pur- 


chaser any article of food not of the nature and substance 


demanded. He submitted that the wrong person in this 
case had been summoned ; it was the person who sold the 
peas that should be summoned, and the seller in this case 
was Mr. Reveley, and not Mr. Williams. He also contended 
that as the inspector asked for preserved peas, he knew by 
the very nature of the article that they must contain some 
admixture incidental to their preservation. The analyst 
should have proved conclusively that the article of food 
sold contained ingredients which were injurious to health. 
He had not done so, but simply quoted a statement 
from ‘Taylor's Medical Jurisprudence. In America 
adulteration with copper was allowed to the 
extent of three grains to the pound, whilst, according to 
the British Pharmacopeta, sulphate of copper could be taken 
medicinally to the extent of from one to five granins. Since 
the last adjournment his client, having regard to the fact 
that the samples had become old, had, without prejudice, 
offered to pay the costs if the summons was withdrawn, 
and to give an undertaking not to again sell these peas. 
He had informed the inspector after the adjournment that 
he should not require the attendance of the county analyst, 


He did not think ~ 
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4 ‘and that he did not intend to call an analyst himself. 


Despite that intimation, the county analyst had been 
brought there. 

The Inspector said he had written to Mr. Lowe telling 
him that Mr. Lewis did not wish him to attend, but Mr. 
Lowe had come there at his own discretion. 

George Reveley said that he supplied the tin of peas to 
Inspector Williams. He had bought them himself from 
Messrs. Batty and Co., London, and they said at that time 
they would guarantee every tin. He did not get a written 
warranty. After the proceedings were taken they wrote to 
Messrs. Batty, who said there was not a grain of sulphate of 
copper to the pound in the peas, and that was the first 
complaint they had had for the last 25 years. Since the 
publication of the report of the proceedings before the last 


_ court he had received several applications for this particular 


brand, one lady had asked for a half-dozen tins, saying she 
knew where she could get them if not supplied there. He 
had refused to sell any tins. 

Cross-examined: Mr. Williams did not interfere with 
the business, and did not know what stock they had in. 

The Chairman said they had given the case careful 
consideration and decided to impose a fine of 5s. and 18s. 
costs. They made no allowance to the analyst for his 
attending. 


BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER. 


_ Ar Birmingham, on July 12th, James Boswell, grocer, 


~ 385, Ladypool Road, Moseley, was summoned for selling 


adulterated butter.—Mr. E. V. Hiley (Town Clerk’s Office) 
prosecuted, and Mr. Mutlow defended.—On June 16th, a 
woman named Clara Birchenough, purchased from the de- 
fendant’s shop on behalf of Henry Jones, Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, a quarter of a pound of coffee and 
half a pound of butter. She handed the articles to the 
inspector who came into the shop. When told that the 
butter was for analysis, defendant said he had no guarantee as 
to purity when he purchased it from Messrs. Pullin, Thomas, 
and Slade, of Bristol, but a representative of the firm had 
since written ‘‘guaranteed pure” on the invoice. -Dr. A. 
Hill, city analyst, said the butter contained 11 per cent. 
of boracic acid, which was an excessive quantity, being 
equal to 77 grains to the pound. In his opinion, such a 
quantity was injurious to health.—Cross-examined by Mr. 
Mutlow, witness said there was some diversity of opinion as 
to whether boracic acid was injurious or not. There had, 
however, been several convictions of late—Mr. Mutlow: 
Do you say the acid would not have a tendency to keep the 
butter in hot weather p—Dr. Hill: It would.—And no doubt 
firms might increase the quantity for that purpose ?—They 
might, but they are not justified in putting in an injurious 
excess.— Mr. Mutlow said the defendant had carried on 
business with the Bristol firm for three years, and there had 
been no complaints before.—The Bench imposed a fine of 
40s. and costs.—Birmingham Daily Mail. 


PEPPER. 


Ar Aberdeen, on July 13th, Sheriff-Substitute Mitchell 
on the bench, a grocer was charged with having, on June 
gth, sold and delivered to the sanitary inspector six ounces 
of white pepper which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded, in respect that it 
contained not less than 25 per cent. of foreign starch 
granules. Accused, who could not attend the court, owing 
to illness, was represented by Mr. R. W. K. Bain, advocate. 
Mr. Brown, assistant in the sanitary office, spoke to having 
purchased the pepper in question from accused’s wife. She 
took the pepper from a packet which had not the appear- 
ance of having been opened before. On being told 
the purpose for which the pepper had been pur- 
chased she said she knew nothing about the 
quality of the pepper, and sold the article just as 
she got it. Corroborative evidence was given by Mr. | 
Forbes, another sanitary assistant. Mr. Bain explained | 
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that the pepper had been obtained froma wholesale druggist 


in Aberdeen at a rather higher price than usual, and this 
wholesale druggist bought it from a wholesale firm in 
London, with a written guarantee. The woman who sold 
the pepper knew nothing about starch. She opened the 
packet of pepper in the presence of the sanitary officer, and 
it was quite evident that she was perfectly innocent of any 
attempt to sell an article that was not right. The Pro- 
curator - Fiscal (Mr. Lamb) reminded the Sheriff of a 


recent case in which a grocer was convicted of selling. 


defective vinegar, and pointed out that in that case there 
was a written guarantee. He held that a guarantee gave no 
protection to accused. The Sheriff convicted accused, and 
imposed a fine and costs amounting to £2, the alternative 
being five days’ imprisonment. 


THE BATTERSEA MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH ON 
LONDON’S WATER SUPPLY. 


In his annual report Dr. Kempster again directs atten- 
tion to the grave danger London is in trom the existing 
system of supplying semi-filtered sewage and drainage as 
drinking water. Dr. Kempster quotes a paragraph in Sir 
A. R. Binnie’s report summarising the pollutions of the 
Thames water, which, he remarks, ‘‘the Commission thinks 
good enough for London. It seems that at the census of 
1891 there was a population of 1,056,415 persons draining 
into the river above the in-takes, and that in the last thirty 
years this population has increased from 816,814 to its 
present number. That however gives but a poor idea of 
the increase which is going on in the urban population 
living on the banks of the Thames and its tributaries, many 
of these towns having more than doubled their size in thirty 
years. ‘ Besides this human population there are probably 
1,600,000 animals inhabiting the above area.’ Con- 
sequently it is as clear that if the Thames is to be retained 
as a source of water supply, the people of London must 
drink the more or less clarified excreta of this vast 
population.” 

He also quotes the following observations by Mr. Shirley 
Murphy. ‘The Royal Commission had before it evidence 
which showed that the rivers from which the Water Com- 
panies draw their supplies receive from the towns, situated 
on their banks at varying distances above the in-takes 
sewage effluents, which, after treatment of the sewage, either 
by filtration through land or by chemical processes, enter 
smaller rivers. In addition to these, numerous pollutions 
from smaller populations discharging into cesspools and 
ditches reach, untreated, the streams at times of heavy rain- 
fall. Such sewage must not infrequently contain the excre- 
mental matter of persons suffering from typhoid fever and 
may not improbably in the future, contain from time to 
time the excreta of persons suffering from cholera. The virus 
of both these diseases has been found by past experience 
to have been disseminated by water, and to have produced 
fatal results in persons drinking such water. 

Sir G. Buchanan, when asked what would be his treat- 
ment of the water if it were found to be polluted, could only 
answer that ‘there was nothing for it but either to boil the 
polluted water, or else to leave it alone.” Since the com- 
panies and the House of Commons refuse Londoners pure 


water, the only way to secure immunity from disease is to 


Pasteur-filter it. 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH CONGRESS AT DUBLIN. 


A MEETING of the Hospitalities and Excursions Com- 
mittee was held in the Committee Room of the Public 
Health Department on July 14th, Colonel Corbett, A.M.S., 
D.V.O., in the chair, and subsequently Sir Christopher 
Nixon, M.D. There were also present: Sir Charles 
Cameron, M.D., Mr. R. J. Murphy, Mr. Wilson, C.E., 
Lieutenant-Colonel Nicholson, Mr. G. M. Ross, M.A., C.E., 
Mr. Henry Plews, Mr. T. Kennedy, Mr. John Irwin, James 
Craig, Esq., M.D., and F. W. Crossley. 
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A letter was read from Mr. William Kaye Parry, M.A., 
C.E., regretting his inability to attend. 

The Hon. Secretary, Mr. F. W. Crossley, read a report 
dealing in detail with the arrangements made for the 


various excursions to and from the city during the Con- 


gress, 18th to 23rd August, and arrangements were made 
for an excursion to Glendalough, for upwards of 200 
members of the Congress, including the provision of cars 
at Rathdrum and Rathnew, to convey the visitors to and 
from Glendalough, etc. The cost of this excursion, 
luncheon inclusive, it was decided to fix at ros. each. 

There was a discussion as to the excursion to Belfast, 
and the following resolution was proposed by Mr. Plews, 
seconded by Mr. F. W. Crossley, and passed unanimously : 
“That the hon. secretary of the Belfast Committee be 
requested to arrange that some of the places and works of 
interest in Belfast may be open for the inspection of visitors 
on the day of the visit to Belfast,” and the hon. secretaries 
were requested to communicate with the hon. secretaries of 
the Belfast branch requesting them to make arrangements 
to enable Congress excursionists to visit the places of 
interest, including the large shipbuilding yards, etc. 

Proofs of the Congress programme were laid before the 
committee, and general arrangements made regarding the 
times and rates of the excursions, and the hon. secretaries 
were requested to obtain revised proofs containing full 
information by the next meeting of the committee, which 
adjourned to the 21st inst. 


HOW SPICES ARE ADULTERATED. 


In these days of fierce competition and fraudulent 
dealing, adulteration has become an art in which a know- 
ledge of science and the ingenuity of trade are freely 
exercised for deceptive purposes. Perhaps no ingredients 
lend themselves so readily to the manipulations of the 
“‘sophisticator ” as spices. 

People in general know so little about spice that it can 
be adulterated in the most wholesale and barefaced manner. 
It requires the trained skill of an expert to fully expose the 
many frauds that are perpetrated in the spice trade. 

Pure spices (says the Delhi Morning Post) are debased 
for pecuniary profit by adding to them inferior or spurious 
articles or by taking from them one or more of their con- 
stituent parts. The practice has grown with present-day 
competition in spite of the very severe laws prohibiting it. 

It is not at all an uncommon thing to see ground spices 
sold at less than half the price of the unground article, a 
fact which sufficiently indicates that grinding is not the 
only process which the spice undergoes. It means, of 
course, that the ground spice has been more than doubled 
in its bulk by the addition of some cheap substance. 

Some firms go so far as to advertise adulterated goods, 
and evade the law by calling them compounds. Ground 
ginger is adulterated with meal, rice, flour, starch, cayenne 
pepper, and manilla rope. 

The true ginger-root has a very fine hair-like fibre 
running through it, and this is found in the ground article. 
Many people will not buy ginger unless. they see the fibre, 
and bits of ground rope are made to take their place in 
the adulterated article. 

The cayenne pepper gives the necessary pungency. 
Sometimes chrome yellow, a poisonous article, is used for 
colouring. 

Cloves are adulterated by an admixture of the dried and 
ground twigs of the trees from which the cloves are 
Bee also with ground cocoanut shells and pepper 

ust. 

Allspice is also treated in the same way. Considerable 
cleverness is shown in the adulteration of cinnamon and 
nutmeg. Stale and broken biscuits, or damaged and 
common flour are baked in the oven, and afterwards ground 
up to a fine powder, and this is freely mixed with the ground 
cinnamon and nutmeg. 











In adulterating mace, Venetian red is mixed up with 
this baked dust. Cayenne pepper is adulterated with meal, 
farina, cocoanut shells, Venetian red and salt, the whole 
being then ground up together. , 

The salt gives a brighter colour to Venetian red, which 
is itself poisonous. In some cases the essential oils are 


- even extracted from the pure spices prior to the grinding. 


MR. STRACHEY, M.P., AND FOOD ADULTERATION, © 


In Committee of the House of Commons, Mr. Strachey, 
M.P., on the vote to complete the sum of £855,600 for 
the salaries and expenses of the Customs Department, 
moved to reduce the salary of the Chairman of the Board 
of Customs by #100 in order to call attention to the 
inadequacy of the steps taken by the Department to pre- 
vent the importation of adulterated foods. He said that 
the importation of butter was increasing largely, and that, 
having regard to the price at which it was sold, it was 
impossible to believe that it was all perfectly pure. 
Adulterated butter ought to be dealt with at the port of 
entry for the protection of the consumer. Imported milk 
also was adulterated with boracic acid and other ingredients 
which were deleterious. He maintained that the Board of 
Customs ought to do more than merely take samples, and 
then inform local authorities of any adulteration. The 
duty of taking action ought not to be thrown upon local 
authorities, who were sometimes supine. The Board 
itself ought to prevent the admission of adulterated 
products. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Bristol, W.) said he | 
failed to perceive how the observations of the hon. member 
were relevant to the salary of the Chairman of the Board of 
Customs. He did not gather that the Chairman had not 
performed all the duties which the law cast upon him ; but 
the hon. member appeared to desire some alteration ot the 
law by which the Chairman should be empowered to take 
certain, proceedings with reference to food articles imported 
from abroad which he did not now take, because the law 
did not empower him to do so. It was a little hard that 
the salary of the Chairman should be reduced because he 
did not carry out a law which did not exist. The hon. 
member might be perfectly right in his contention for an 
alteration of the law in this matter, but it was hardly fair to 
the Chairman that he should be visited with any deficiency 
in the law which the hon. member might believe to exist. 

In answer to Mr. Strachey, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said the Board had 
power to take samples of food products, but no power to 
stop importation. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 


RUSSIAN FLOUR FOR ENGLAND. 


THE Russian Congress of Millers, in session at Moscow, 
has received information that the Finance Minister is dis- 
posed to view with favour of exporting flour abroad, par- 
ticularly to England. Englishmen, says Zhe Daily 
Chronicle, have been desirous of establishing trade with 
Russia in this commodity, and an English company is 
willing to find a capital for starting the line of steamers under 
the Russian flag between the Baltic ports and Great Britain. 
The Congress decided to use its best efforts to organise a 
trade in flour in London and foreign markets, and recom- 
mended that the railway rates should be reduced forty per 
cent. for exported flour. The Director of the Depart- 
ment of Trade stated that the Government was about to 
subsidise steamers which would make regular trips for the 
transport abroad of meat and other animal products. The 
steamers, which would sail every week, would carry cargoes 
up to 300,000 poods, and would be able to take shipments 
of flour.—Reuter. 
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ANOTHER GLARING EXHIBITION OF ANALYTICAL 
IGNORANCE BY SOMERSET HOUSE CHEMISTS. 


FoLLowI1nc closely on the heels of the recently published 
exposure regarding the Islington coffee case and the part 
Somerset House played in it, we have a further exhibition 
of shameful ignorance by Somerset House. 

In another column will be found a report of a coffee 
case heard before the Halifax (West Riding) Bench on 
Saturday last, and which, read in the light of the above- 
mentioned articles, affords food for reflection. It will be 
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seen, as is usual when Somerset House is asked to assist, 
that the case was dismissed. 

But we are able to throw a much stronger light on the 
matter than the Court proceedings produced ; and in form- 
ing an opinion as to the accuracy of the certificate of the 
public analyst or that from Somerset House, the following 
additional facts should be taken into consideration: 

The defendant’s portion of the sample was submitted by 
his solicitors to another analyst, with the statement that 
they wished the analysis for their own private information, 
without any view to legal proceedings. In the absence of 
the principal—who was away on his holidays—his assistant 
made a hurried analysis of the sample, and failed to find 
chicory. Despite the conditions under which the analysis 
was undertaken, this letter was produced in Court on the 
first hearing of the case, and the third portion of the sample 
was referred to Somerset House. In the interval the 
principal returned, and found, after a more careful examina- 
tion than the assistant had been able to perform, that 
chicory was present. Five other analysts to whom portions 
of the original sample were sent also found chicory to be 
present. But Somerset House, in its own unique manner, 
found the sample to be genuine, and certified it as such 
over the signatures of Messrs. Lewin and Davies. 

At the adjourned hearing the public analyst was present 
to support his certificate, with other witnesses who had 
analysed the sample and were prepared to affirm to the 
presence of chicory, including the analyst who had analysed 
for the defence; but the Bench declined to hear any 
evidence.. In dismissing the case, they saddled the authori- 
ties with the costs involved, including the fee for the analysis 
performed at Somerset House, which was ignorant and 
inaccurate. 

Magistrates are much too prone to place implicit confi- 
dence in the analyses emanating from Somerset House, 
doubtless in the happy belief that such are above sus- 
picion; but had they heard the evidence which was 
waiting in Court to be given them, it is possible that their 
faith in the infallibility of the Government officials would 
have received a shock. They too frequently regard the 
certificate of the Somerset House chemists as final, regard- 
less of the fact that it has been held that such certificate 
has no more weight than that of the public analyst, against 
which it should be weighed in evidence, and not be taken 
as an absolute verdict beyond which it is impossible to go. 

Again, an analyst has a moral right to be heard in 
support of his certificate, and in the present case he receives 
no opportunity of opening his lips or expressing a word in 
self-defence. His reward in such cases is usually the 
sensational headings in the daily press — “ Analysts 
Disagree,” etc.—and all the stigma of having made a 
blunder. This may be law, but is it justice? Is it just 
that the authorities should be heavily fined for endeavour- 
ing to carry out the provisions of the Act, and is it 
surprising that so many authorities prefer to allow the Act 
to remain a dead letter? 

As to Somerset House, what more can be said? The 
incapacity of these officials has been repeatedly illustrated. 
Their milk standard based on the poorest milk from a worn- 
out cow; their chicory standard “on a particularly fine 
sample of Yorkshire chicory ” ; their ability to certify that a 
Maidstone well-water in the midst of typhoid fever cases 
was not LIABLE to contamination; and now their utter 
failure to find chicory in a sample where all other analysts 
who examined the sample succeeded. No more faithful 
friend of the adulterator has been found than the Somerset 
House chemists, with their secret methods and shifty 
standards. Even where they have been impelled to affirm 
to adulteration in the case of referred samples, how often 
has the wording of their certificates been so highly, in- 
geniously, and ambiguously worded that the Bench have 
interpreted them to mean that they were in disagreement ? 

How long is this wretched farce to last, and analysts 
to be placed in the position of having their reputations 
injured and the authorities thwarted in their legitimate acts 
by the present pernicious system of reference to chemists 
who are not even able, on their own certified evidence, to 












perform the simple analysis of a sample of coffee? And 
these are the wretched pseudo analysts for whose feelings 


__. Mr. Chaplin has so tender a regard. The West Riding 


authorities ought to cause a question to be put in Parliament 
about the scandal. 


FULHAM VESTRY AND THE PUBLIC ANALYST. 


AT the last meeting of the Vestry, a long report was 
read from the public analyst, Mr. E. G. Clayton, explaining 
in detail the recent difficulties that have arisen in his 
examination of samples. He concluded by asking the 
Vestry to overlook what. was a technical error committed 
ina hurry. If they refused to do so, however, he would 
ask to resign his position. 

The solicitor, Mr. Blanco White, also wrote expressing 
the opinion that, subject to the approval of the Local 
Government Board, the Vestry could remove the public 
analyst from his position. 

Mr. Green commented upon the public danger that 
accompanied the perfunctory discharge of duties such as 
the public analyst had to perform, and thought the best 
course would be for that official to resign. 

Mr. Comben agreed, and thought it should be in- 
timated to Mr. Clayton that his resignation was desirable. 

Mr. O’Brien appealed to the Committee, as this was the 
first mistake in eight years, to give Mr. Clayton another 
chance. 

Mr. Marriott-Matthews supported the view of Mr. 
O'Brien. 

Mr. Warner said that in view of the publicity given to 
the matter, the only thing left to the Vestry was to call for 
the analyst’s resignation. 

Mr. Phillips proposed that that suggestion be adopted. 

Mr. O’Brien said that, after the discussion, he thought 
the analyst should simply be asked to carry out the latter 
part of his report and resign. (Hear, hear.) 

It being pointed out that the terms of the latter part of 
the letter practically amounted to a resignation, it was 
unanimously decided to ask the Vestry to accept the 
resignation. 


THE SLINK MEAT TRADE AT BURNLEY. 


At the Burnley Town Council Mr, Barnes stated that 
Burnley was getting a bad name in regard to slink 
meat which was being sent into the town. Burnley 
was certainly a “port” for that kind of meat, and he 
though it advisable that the meat inspector should submit 
a monthly report to the Health Committee.—Alderman 
Armisttad asked whether tuberculosis would bring on con- 
sumption in persons who drank the milk from cows so 
affected ; and Mr. Parsons wanted to know what steps the 
Health Committee would take if this were so. In reply, 
Alderman Parkinson said Burnley did not deserve the bad 
name which had been given to it for its slink meat, because 
statistics proved that they compared more favourably nowthan 
several years ago. He admitted the danger there was to the 
public health, but he could assure them that the slink-meat 
trade was practically killed in Burnley. Alderman Parkinson 
answered Alderman Armistead’s question in the affirmative, 
and said they had a vigilant officer, and he did not know 
that the committee could do any more than they were 
doing. Mr. Barnes wanted to know how it was that the 
unsound-meat prosecution failed the previous week. The 
Health Committee had been advised by the Town Clerk 
that they had a good case, and why did not that official 
conduct the case himself? The Town Clerk replied that 
the magistrates thought there was no case, and it was not 
for the Council to constitute itself a court of appeal. He 
was otherwise engaged, or he would have taken the case 
himself. Mr. Johnson remarked that they had no reason 
to believe that any impure milk was being brought into the 
town, and Mr. Nutter retorted that the last speaker was 
making a rope to hang himself with. Cases of tuberculosis 
were continually being reported, and he contended that it 
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‘was impossible to get pure milk from a cow suffering from 


consumption. Mr. Johnson was a butcher, and he should 
not mislead the public. Mr. Johnson said he did not want 
to mislead the public. The discussion then dropped. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Kensington Petty Sessions, Eliza Nelson Blewitt, of 
240, Fulham Road, was summoned for selling a quantity of 
Irish whisky which was 30°47 under proof.—The defen- 
dant’s manager appeared.—Inspector Ellenden stated that 
on: June 3rd he entered defendant’s shop, and asked for a 
two-and-sixpenny bottle of Irish whisky. When the 
transaction had been completed, witness told the manager 
that he was an inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, and that the article would be analysed in due course. 
The manager then desired to put a label on the bottle stating 
that it was sold as spirit under proof, but witness declined 
to let him do so.—The manager assured the Bench that the 
affair was a pure oversight. He was actually labelling the 
bottles of cheap whisky when Ellenden entered, and he 
received one without the label by mistake.—This being the 
defendant’s first offence, a fine of tos. was inflicted. 


James EccuLeton, of the Ladbroke Hotel, Talbot 
Grove, Notting Hill, was summoned for selling whisky 
under proof.—Mr. Stephens prosecuted and Mr. Hanson 
defended.—Mr. Charles Edward Styles, of 4, Fane Street, 
Fulham, said he was deputed by Inspector Hawkins, of 
the Kensington Vestry, to purchase a pint of whisky from 
the defendant on June ist. He acted according to his 
instructions, and was served by the defendant. It was 
subsequently found that the spirit was 46°44 degrees under 
proof. — Cross-examined: Witness had called at several 
other houses on the same day in accordance with instructions 
from the inspector.—He (Styles) was sure he was served by 
the defendant himself, and not by another man behind 
the bar. — Re-examined: Nothing was said about the 
inferior quality of the spirit until the purchase had 
been made. — Inspector Hawkins deposed that he 
took the spirit from the first witness after the trans- 
action had been completed. Directly the defendant 
had been told that the stuff would be analysed, Eggleton 
said he did not sell whisky at 2s. a pint unless the purchaser 
agreed to have it diluted.—The defence put forward by Mr. 
Hanson was to the effect that Styles purchased the whisky 
knowing that it was diluted. The defendant and his son 
were more worthy belief than the Vestry witnesses, and he 
should ask the magistrates to decide accordingly. — 
Defendant, having been sworn, said he remembered Styles 
calling and asking for the whisky. Witness’s son served — 
the young fellow, defendant having directed that water be 
added to the whisky. This wasdone quite openly. Witness' 
never sold whisky at a price below 2s. 8d.—Cross-examined : 
Genuine whisky might be obtained at 2s. a pint elsewhere, 
but witness never sold it at that figure.—Defendant’s son 
told a similar story.—Cross-examined by Mr. Stephens: He 
did not know whether Inspector Hawkins heard the whole 
conversation between witness and Styles.—Mr. Stephens 
wished to cross-examine the witness, and Mr. Hanson tried to 
stop him, but the Bench promptly overruled Mr. Hanson. 
—Mr. Stephens proceeded to put further questions.— Mr. 
Hanson : I must object to this irregular proceeding. I 
lodge an objection.—The Chairman (severely) : And I over- 
rule your objection !—Inspector Hawkins re-entered the 
box and made a furthur statement which did not par- 
ticularly add to the lucidity of the evidence.—The Chair- 
man: This summons must be dismissed. The evidence on 
the side of the prosecution is insufficient for a conviction. 


WHAT CAN BE SOLD AS MILKP 


On July 23rd, at the Wigan County Police Court, 
Edward Hurst, farmer, of Ashton, and Charles Hurst, his 
partner, were summoned under the 6th section of the Food 
and Drugs Act for selling, as new milk, milk which was 
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not of the quality and substance of that demanded.—Mr. 
James Wilson prosecuted on behalf of the police, and said 
that on June 22nd Sergeant Harrison saw Edward Hurst in 


Ashton, and asked for a pint of new milk. Defendant 


served him out of a kit, and then the sergeant divided the 
milk he had bought into three parts, one of which he gave 
to defendant. He submitted another part to the county 
analyst for analysis, and the result showed that 2°57 per 
cent. of fat was contained in the sample. The analyst 
stated that genuine milk should contain at least 
3 per cent. of fat. He (Mr. Wilson) respectfully in- 
vited their worships to accept the deductions of the 


analyst, and to say that an offence had been committed, in 


_ that the purchaser did not receive that which he was entitled 


. 


- quality only. 
~ milk. 


- to.—Sergeant Harrison bore out Mr. Wilson’s statement, 


and in answer to Mr. Tom Ellis, who defended, witness 
said that when he bought the milk the kit from which it 
was taken seemed to be almost full.—Mr. Ellis drew the 
magistrates’ attention to the section under which his clients 
were summoned. ‘The section read that any person should 


not sell to the prejudice of the purchaser any article of 


food or any drug not of the nature and quality demanded. 
The deduction from that paragraph was that the article, for 
the purchaser to be prejudiced, must be mixed with some 
foreign substance at the time of sale. The purchaser 
was not prejudiced when the article sold was of a low 
There was no standard of quality in 
Efforts had been made by Parliamentary 
Commissions to fix one; but it was impossible to 
do so, as quality of milk depended upon various 
things—the cow, the time of the year, etc. Therefore, 
he contended, if he proved to them that the milk in 
question was sold as it came from the cow, without being 
adulterated or interfered with in any way, they must come 
to the conclusion it was genuine milk. What the purchaser 
got was new milk without adulteration, and he could not be 
prejudiced, as however low the quality might have been, 
still he got what he asked for.—Defendant was called, and 
he stated that the milk was not interfered with after it had 
come from the cows. He had been out about three- 
quarters of an hour when the sergeant bought some of the 
milk. Cream, the best part of the milk, always came to the 
top, and, therefore, the first who bought milk got most of 
that.—The man who milked the cows, and Mrs. Hurst, also 
gave evidence as to the milk not having been interfered 
with, and the Bench dismissed the case. 


At Burton Police Court on July 22nd, Thomas Salmon, 
of 45, Wolverhampton Road, was charged with selling milk 
from which a portion of cream had been abstracted. The 
evidence of William Gifford, assistant inspector of weights 
and measures, showed that the milk was purchased in 
Wolverhampton Road on June sth from a lad named 
Albert Edwards, in the employ of the defendant. The can 
was nearly full, and the lad at first refused to sell; but 
another milk-seller warned him of the consequences. The 
milk was proved on analysis to have had 15 per cent. of 
cream abstracted. The defendant said he bought the milk 
from a reliable man, and paid tenpence a gallon for it. Mr. 
Wright pointed out that this was the second case against 
the defendant within the month, and Salmon explained that 
he had no warning that the first sample taken was wrong 
before the second summons was served. The defendant 
was fined ros. and costs.—George Yardley, of New Street, 
was summoned for a similar offence on the same date. In 
this case Mr. E. W. H. Knight, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, who appeared to prosecute, stated that 
34 per cent. of cream had been abstracted. The milk when 
purchased was taken from the bottom of the can, and the 
defendant asserted that it came straight from the cow. A 
fine of ros. and costs was ordered to be paid. 


FRANK EVERETT, general dealer, of New Turnstile, 
Holborn, appeared to a summons at Bow Street, on July 
2oth, charging him with selling milk minus thirty per cent. 
of its fat.—Mr. H. C. Jones, who supported the summons 
on behalf of the St. Giles’s Vestry, said that the defendant 
told him he would plead guilty, but at the same time he 
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said that he sold the milk as he receivedit. This, however, 
could not be the case, as the firm who supplied him had 
had their milk tested on many occasions, and it was always 
found to be pure.—Alice Everett gave evidence, stating that 
she was positive she had sold the milk as it was received. 
She said she had tried it with a milk tester, but this would 
only show that there was no added water—not that the 
milk was defective in cream.—Sir John Bridge: Have you 
a cat who likes cream? (Laughter.)—The Witness: Cer- 
tainly not.—As there were previous convictions against the 


defendant for selling adulterated butter and coffee, Sir John 


Bridge imposed a fine of £5 and costs. 

AT Leeds, on July roth, John Haley, a cowkeeper, of 
Stapleton Row, Oak Road, New Wortley, Leeds, was fined 
20s. and costs for selling milk which had been certified by 
the City Analyst to contain 15 per cent. of added water. 
Inspector Walker proved the case. 


BUTTER. 


JoHn TuHomMAsS JABEZ ROGERS was summoned at 
Hastings for exposing and selling margarine without 
having a label attached showing the nature of the article. 

Defendant pleaded guilty, and said his wife sold the 
article for butter mixture. They only got through three or 
four pounds a week, selling it two ounces at a time. 

Defendant was informed that butter mixture must also 
be labelled, and a fine of tos. and costs was imposed and 


paid. 


MARGARINE PROSECUTION. AT BRIERLEY HILL. 
A Curious ALLEGED JOKE. 


At the Brierley Hill Police Court on July 21st, before 
Mr. N.C. A. Neville (stipendiary), Messrs. Goodwin, Foster, 
and Brown, Limited, wholesale grocers, Dudley, were 
summoned for having on June 2nd, at Mount Pleasant, 
Brierley Hill, sold to Benjamin Dunn, a shopkeeper, to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, butter, which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded, the same being 
margarine, containing only 28 per cent. of rea] butter. 
There was a second charge that being dealers in margarine 
they delivered to Benjamin Dunn a parcel containing 
margarine, which was not labelled in accordance with the 
provision of the Act. The Benjamin Dunn referred to in 
the other summonses was summoned for selling an article 
as butter which was margarine. Mr. R. A. Wilcox 
(Wolverhampton) appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Barradale 
(Dudley) defended Messrs. Goodwin and Co. — Mr. 
Wilcox said that Benjamin Dunn _ purchased from 
Messrs. Goodwin and Co. 6lb. of butter on June rst, 
and it was delivered on the 2nd. A _ week later 
an inspector purchased half a pound of butter at Dunn’s 
shop, the price being at the rate of 1s. perlb. This was 
sent to Mr. E. W. T. Jones, the county analyst, and was 
found to contain only 28 per cent. of real butter. With 
regard to the case against Messrs. Goodwin & Co., Mr. 
Wilcox said when the summonses were taken out against 
the firm, a traveller of theirs went to Dunn, and asked 
for the invoice sent with the butter he had had. Dunn 
refused to give it up; and Mr. Wilcox said unless he had 
kept it there would have been great difficulty in showing 
that Dunn was trying to conduct his business properly by 
selling to his customers the article they asked for. Ata 
date subsequent to that of the charge, Mr. Goodwin, a 
managing director of the defendant company, saw Mr. Van 
Tromp, the inspector under the Act, and made the excuse 
that young Mr. Goodwin had been playing a practical joke 
on Mrs. Dunn, who had said her butter would not keep, 
and wishing to have the laugh of her he sent her 
some margarine, which would keep. The managing 
director also said that they were rather sensitive as to 
their names appearing, and did not desire them to go 
before the Court, as their names had been mixed up 
with a recent case at Kidderminster. Mr, Wilcox said 





‘practical jokes ‘of that kind could not be tolerated, and 


he asked for penalties against the firm in both 
cases. — Witnesses were then called for the prosecu- 
tion. — Mr. Barradale, on behalf of the defendant 
company, pleaded guilty, and said the matter had 
arisen from a gross breach of the company’s orders 
by one of their servants, who desired to play a 
practical joke on Mrs. Dunn.—The Stipendiary said 
this was a very bad case, and he considered the 
suggestion put forward by the defence as puerile in the 
extreme. The traveller, according to what was sub- 
mitted, would not only-take the order, but have the 
packing of the goods, and take off the margarine labels 
and put on plain ones. The traveller, according to the 
suggestion made, was doing all the work, and he failed to 
see where the joke came in, in regard to these twelve half- 
pounds of margarine being sold as butter, people thinking 
they got butter, instead of which they got grease. There 
would be a conviction of Messrs. Goodwin and Co. in the 
margarine case, and they would be fined £20 and costs. 


There would be no conviction in the other case against | 


them. The case against Dunn would be dismissed on the 
ground that he bought this stuff as butter, and sold it as 
he bought it.—Mr. Barradale: I may say the company will 
pay any costs Mr. Dunn may have been put to in the 
matter.—The costs in the case in which there was a con- 
viction, including analyst’s and solicitor’s fees, £5 10s. 4d., 
made a total penalty of £25 10s. 4d. 


At Belfast, on July 18th, Joseph M‘Cann and John 
Mulholland, spirit grocers, of 182, Meadow Street, were 
summoned by Inspector David M‘Master for selling mar- 
garine as butter, for keeping margarine exposed for sale 
without being properly labelled, and for delivering to the 
prosecutor on the 28th ult. a sample of the article not 
marked as margarine—Mr. D. F. Spiller prosecuted, 
and Mr. M‘Erlean appeared for the defendants.—Mr. 
Spiller said he would only press for a conviction on the 
charge of selling, and their worships, being convinced on 
the evidence that this charge was proved, fined the de- 
fendants £3. 


BAD MEAT PROSECUTIONS IN BIRMINGHAM. 


At the Birmingham Police Court, on July 22nd, before 
Messrs. Fisher and Tangye, Thomas Albert Robinson, 
butcher, of 112, Great Barr Street, was summoned for ex- 
posing for sale sixteen pieces of mutton unfit for human 
food. Mr. Hiley appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Baker de- 
fended. Mr. Hiley said that defendant was a butcher who 
had two shops, one in Vauxhall Road, and one at 112, 
Great Barr Street. The latter was in charge of an assistant. 
On Saturday, June 18th, Inspector Hothersall visited the 
Great Barr Street premises, and found exposed for sale, and 
mixed with good meat on the sideboard, ten pieces of bad 
mutton. Turning round, the inspector saw on a butcher’s 
block six more pieces of bad mutton mixed with good 
meat. The sixteen pieces in all weighed 37lbs. The 
mutton was spotted, mouldy, green, and offensive in 
smell, and was condemned by Dr. Newton, and sub- 
sequently ordered to be destroyed by Mr. J. H. Cart- 
land. The assistant made no excuse to the inspector ; 
but the defendant, who was fetched to the shop, said 
he was very sorry that it had occurred, but he 
had not been able to get to the shop all the week owing to 
his wife having been ill. Inspector Hothersall gave 
evidence, and Dr. Newton described the meat as totally 
unfit for human food.—Mr. Baker urged, in defence, the 
defendant’s previous good character, and said the offence 
arose through the negligence of the assistant, who ought to 
have noticed that the meat was bad, and removed it from 
the shop. The offence, he contended, was only a technical 
one, and he asked the Bench to deal leniently. with the 
defendant.—The Bench. decided to convict in this case, 
and a second summons, for depositing eight pieces of bad 
mutton was taken. The inspector on the occasion of the 
first visit found eight pieces of bad mutton hanging behind 
a screen.—The defence was that the meat was not deposited 
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for sale, but was placed on one side by the assistant for — 


inspection by the defendant.—The Bench thought it was a 
bad case, and fined the defendant #10 and costs fo 


exposing the meat for sale, and £5 and costs for 4 


depositing it. 


Emma Priddy, provision merchant, 12, Coleshill Street, E 


was summoned for depositing seven ribs of pork and 154 


pieces of bacon and ham which were unfit food for sale ; 


and Joseph Priddy, the husband, who manages the shop, 
was summoned for aiding and abetting. Mr. Hiley 
prosecuted, and Mr. Baker defended.—Inspector Hother- 


sall visited the defendant’s premises on July 5th, in con- — 


sequence of a complaint, and at the top end of the counter 
he found two boxes containing pieces of bacon and ham, 
and in some boxes under the counter were some more 
pieces of bacon and ham. Witness asked what was going 
to be done with them, and the assistant said, “ Everything 
that is not good in this shop will be sold for grease.” 
Witness then found a portion of a roll of bacon which was 
not good, and Mr. Priddy, who had just entered, said, 
“That’s for grease.” Witness also found some pork in 
a sack, and seven ribs were bad. A man named John 
Hall came into the shop after the male defendant, and 
said he had arranged onthe previous day tocomeand fetchaway 


some “grease.” —Dr. Newtonsaid the 154 piecesof baconwere ~ 


bad and unfit for human food, as were also the seven pieces 
of pork. There were signs in the pork that the animal had 
suffered from pleurisy. The eating of the bacon and pork 
might cause ptomaine poisoning, which in some cases. was 
fatal. Young children eating such meat might suffer from 
acute diarrhcea and die.——Mr. Baker submitted that the 


ay 
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bacon had simply been collected and put aside for sale to — 


Hall as ‘“‘grease.”—John Higgins, the assistant, supported 
this statement, and said the pork had been‘delivered the 
previous Saturday and had not been examined.—John Hall 
said he had made arrangements to buy “ grease” from the 
defendant. He anticipated having about a hundredweight. 
—The Bench described it as a very bad case, and said they 


‘should mark their sense of it by fining each of the 
They were determined, if ~ 


defendants £5 and costs. 
possible, to put a stop to such cases. 


UNSOUND MEAT IN LEEDS. 


At the Leeds City Police Court, on July roth, the © 


Stipendiary Magistrate (Mr. C. M. Atkinson) delivered a 
lengthy judgment respecting a case which he heard on 
Friday last, in which Samuel Bottomley, butcher, of 
Headingley Lane, Leeds, was summoned for having in his 
possession a quantity of meat which was unfit for human 
tood. Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, the Deputy Town Clerk, again 
appeared for the prosecution, whilst Mr. E, O. Simpson 
represented the defendant. In giving judgment, the 
Magistrate reviewed the facts, and pointed out that the 
Legislature had expressly put the onus upon the defendant 
to prove that the meat which formed the subject of 
the charge was not intended for the food of man. In 
this case the liability was sought to be met by the 
evidence of a young man named Rushforth, who was 
in the employ of the defendant, but he (the learned 
magistrate) did not regard it as satisfactory. He 
also pointed out that, on behalf of the defendant, Mr. 
Simpson had commented—very properly and strongly— 
upon the fact that the inspector and sub-inspector had dis- 
agreed in the course of their evidence as to what took place 
at an interview with the defendant when they were both 
present. It was not suggested that the difference of opinion 
arose from any other cause than lapse of memory, but the 
incident only emphasised the opinion he had often expressed 


| that witnesses should make notes of conversation which 


might be material—and every conversation with persons 
accused or likely to be accused might be material—whilst 
the incidents were fresh in their minds. Defendant was 
liable to heavy penalties in respect of each of the nine pieces 
of meat which were found in his possession, but he (the 


magistrate) thought the justice of the case might be met by 


the infliction of a penalty of 45 and costs. 





‘ee 


Mr. Mead imposed a penalty of 20s. and £2 2s. costs. 
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LIME-WATER. 


At Thames Police Court, on July 19th, Charles Willmer, 
chemist, of 31, Bow Common Lane, appeared to answer a 
summons, taken out at the instance of Mr. Joseph Anthony, 
inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act for the 
Poplar District Board of Works.—Mr. Young prosecuted, 
and Mr. Beck, who defended, pleaded Guilty. His client 
sold the lime-water as it was received. Lime-water was an 
article extremely liable to undergo chemical changes, and 
every time the stopper was taken out carbonic acid was 
admitted ; consequently the chemical change went on.— 


\ 


U 


SOMERSET HOUSE MAKES ANOTHER IGNORANT 
BLUNDER IN COFFEE ANALYSIS. 


THE West Riding Bench at Halifax concluded on July 
22nd the hearing of a charge of selling adulterated coffee 
preferred by Mr. W. H. S. Crabtree, an inspector of the 
West Riding County Council, against William Greenwood, 
grocer, Greetland. When the case was before the Court on 
the 4th ult., it was stated that a quantity of coffee was 
purchased by the inspector at defendant’s shop. A portion 
sent to the County Analyst was certified to be adulterated 
with chicory. Another analyst, however, reported that a 
portion submitted to him by the defendant was pure coffee. 
The Bench then acceded to a request to send a sample to 
Somerset House for analysis by the Government officials, 
and the certificate from Somerset House was on Saturday 
stated to be in favour of the defendant. 

Mr. Trevor Edwards, for the prosecution, urged that 
the Somerset House analysis was not conclusive. If the 
Bench would hear the case for the prosecution as he 
proposed to put it, he believed they would come to the 
conclusion that the Somerset House analysis was wrong, as 
it had been in other cases. 

Mr. Waugh urged that the result of that analysis ought 
not to have been communicated to the prosecution before 
that day. 

Mr. Edwards suggested that it would be equitable and 
reasonable if the case was gone into again. Ifthe Bench 
ruled otherwise, he asked to be allowed to call rebutting 
evidence. 

Mr. Waugh said to call evidence against an independent 
analysis would not be rebutting evidence against the 
defence. 

The Bench unanimously decided to dismiss the sum- 
mons. The defendant was, upon the application of Mr. 
Waugh, allowed £5 5s. costs, and the Chairman said the 
cost of the Government analysis would be paid by the 
County Council. 


EXETER CITY COUNCIL AND A PUBLIC ANALYST. 


In consequence of the death of Mr. F. P. Perkins, it 
is necessary to appoint a public analyst for the city, and 
with regard to this the Sanitary Committee recommended : 

“That the public analyst reside in Exeter, and that the 
Council provide a properly fitted laboratory and gas-testing 
apparatus and office, and pay a salary of £150 per annum. 
That the analyst be competent to carry out all analyses 
and bacteriological and microscopic investigations required 
by the Council and the Public Health Act and Food and 
Drugs Act and the Exeter Gas Act. That in each year, 
in return for his salary, he should make 12 quantative 
analyses and reports on the city water, analyses of food 
and drugs, 40 bacteriological reports, 52 reports on the 
illuminating power of the gas, and four quarterly analyses 
and reports on the gas. That he be paid for all analyses 
and reports required by the Council beyond the number 
above specified, and any analyses and reports required by 
citizens at the following rates: Coffee, 10s. 6d.; chicory, 
ros. 6d.; tea, 21s.; cocoa, 1os. 6d.; butter, 21s. ; lard, 
21s. ; milk, ros. 6d. ; mustard, 1os. 6d. ; vinegar, ros. 6d. : 
beer or porter, 21s.; flour or bread, 21s.; other foods, 
tos. 6d. ; drugs, 21s.” 











It was decided to advertise the appointment, but Dr. 
Domville suggested that as already some 30 or 40 applica- 
tions for the post had been received, one insertion of the 
advertisement—apart from all political considerations— 
would be sufficient. 





APENTA WATER IN YELLOW FEVER. 


THE Touro Infirmary at New Orleans has reported that 
Apenta Water has been used with success during the 
present yellow fever outbreak, and by order of the Surgeon- 
General of the United States Army large supplies have 
been forwarded by the medical supply depot to the army in 
the South. 





THE ISLINGTON MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH AND 
THE ISLINGTON PUBLIC ANALYST AND SOMERSET 
HOUSE ANALYSES AND TRADE METHODS. 


(Concluded from page 958.) 


ANALYSES OF MILKS PURCHASED ON SUNDAYS. 





Percentage amount 




















-of| Result of Analysis. of added Water 
Samp aided Watsraccordicg | <2ecoding tothe 
in - to the Standard for @ | Standard for Milks 
Milk | Fat, Ean citi Milks adopted by ris el ng cre 
oo ~ |g Bommecuet, House, — | way Station while 
In transit. 
137 | 4°02 | 8°72 | 12°74 Nil 3°8 
138 | 3°50 | 795 | 11°45 | 6 per cent. added water 12°3 
139 | 3°50 | 8:28 | 11°78 Inferior 86 
140 | 3°15 | 89Q1 | 12°06 Nil 77 
141 | 3°42 | 9°14 | 12°56 Nil Nil 
142 | 3°07 | 7°21 | 10°28 | 15 percent, added water 20°5 
143 | 5°32 | 9°44 | 14°76 Nil Nil 
144 | 3°21 | 811 | 11°32 | 4 per cent. added water 10'S 
145 | 4°40 | 8°98 | 13°38 Nil o'9 
146 | 3°33 | 8°59 | 11°92 Nil 5°2 
147 | 2°51 | 7°57 | 10°08 | 11 percent. added water 16°5 
148 | 3°70 | 8°82 | 12°52 Nil 2°7 
149 | 2°90. | 8°42 | 11°32 Nil I 
1s0 | 2°38 | 8:00 | 10°38 | 6 per cent. added water Tr 
and 8 per cent. fat 
abstracted 
151 | 3°32 | 8°76 | 12°08 Nil a4 
152 | 3°81 | 889 | 12°70 Nil I'9 
153 | 401 | 849 | 12°50 6'3 
154 | 3°36 | 8°46 | 11°82 6°7 
185 | 3°60 | 852 | 12°12 Nil 6'0 
156 | 4°15 | 847 | 12°62 G6 
167 | 4°22 | 9°37 | 13°59 Nil Nil 
188 | 3°19 | 9°17 | 12°36 Nil Nil 
159 | 3°68 | g'12 | 12°80 Nil Nil 
160 | 3°08 | g'I4 | 12°22 Nil Nil 
197 | 3°42 | 8:66 | 12°08 Nil 4°5 
198 | 3°51 | 8°71 | 12°22 Nil 3°9 
199 | 2°62 | 8°62 | 11°24 Nil 4'8 
200 | 2°90 | 8°64 | 11°54 Nil 4°7 
213 | 3:93 | 841 | 12°34 72 
214} 3°01 | 8°19 | 11°20] 3 per cent. added water g°6 
215 | 3°85 | 8°70 | 12°55 Nil 4°0 
216 | 4°81 | 8°43 | 13°24 70 
223 | 3°28 | 8°42 | 11°70 71 
22 330 | 8°50 | 11°80 Nil 6'2 
225 | 3°65 | 851 | 12°16 Nil 61 
226 | 3°57 | 8°47 | 12°04 65 
232 | 2°78 | 8 4c | 11°18 he 
233 | 3°08 | 8:28 | 12°16 86 
234 | 4°20 |, 8°32 | 12°52 8:2 
235 | 3°14 | 846 | 11‘60 6°7 
237 | 3°10 | 8°32 | If"42 82 
238 | 4°61 | 8°51 | 13°12 Nil 61 
239 | 3°63 | 8°47 | 12°10 6°5 
240 | 3°98 | 8°30 | 12°28 84 
245 | 3°13 | 8°43 | 11°56 770 
246 | 3°42 | 8°96 | 12 38 Nil I'l 
247 | 3°12 | g'04 | 12°16 Nil Nil 
248 | 2°95 | 8°52 | 11°47 Nil 6:0 
255 | 3°75 | 9°05 | 12°80 Nil Nil 
256 | 3°29 | 8°41 | II°7o » hae? 
257 | 3°99 | 8°83 | 12°82 Nil 2°6 
258 | 3°62 | 8°54 | 12°16 Nil 5°8 
Av’rgs| 3°54 | 8°58 | 12°13 Nil 5°3 
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. ANALYSES OF MILKS PURCHASED ON WEEK Days. 





3S des n 
ONO ck Results of Analysis in Percentage amount Percentage san Gont 









































Sample HORS EIST of Side ae ae coer tanan tail 
i ward for Milks | Greg ae Fioalury 
z Solids Total | adopted by Somer- . 
Register.| Fat. (not fat). | Solids. a Hise, ee ea pie HL 
125 4°10 | 8.66 | 12°76 Nil 4°4 
126 252 8:67 | 11°88 Nil 4°3 
127, 4°25 8-95 | 13°20 Nil 1:2 
128 3°08 8°58 | 11°66 Nil 5°3 
E2034 8 8°52 | 12°00 Nil 60 
130 4°28 Bis2e (terse Nil 6°0 
131 3°41 8-89 | 12-30 Nil 1'9 
132 4°cO 8°80 | 12°80 Nil 2°9 
133 2°67 8°35 | 11.02 1°83 79° 
Taq 3°60 8°92 | 12°52 Nil 16 
135 4°42 Side Larne Nil 3°6 
1.36 3°45 8°37 | 11°82 r'6 rer 
161 1°78 7°40 9°18 I3'0 18°4 
"162 3°00 8:90 | II‘90 Nil 18 
103 2:87; Ner8'45 © | 11°32 06 6°8 
164 2°90 8-68 | 11°58 Nil 4°2 
165 3°39 7°65 | Ii-04 10'O 15°6 
166 372 8°36 | 12°08 17 7°8 
201 4:02 844 | 12°46 o'7 6°9 
202 2°02 7°60 9°62 10°6 161 
203 3°23 8:29 | 11°52 opr 85 
204 4520); 8°35 || 12°64 1°8 79 
205 2°68 8°82 II°50 Nil Bw, 
-2€6 3°09 8'4I | II°50 i 72 
207, 2°07 Saino LTT 4'I 10°! 
208 3°78 8:38 taro 14 75 
2C9 EV 8:58 | II‘go Nil 5°3 
210 2°39 8°51 | Logo Nil Orr 
211 238 8°99 | 11°32 Nil o'8 
212 4°40 8°38 12°78 I'4 75 
217 3°29 7°59 | 10°88 10°” 16°2 
2a Sie 3°39 S225 erro 3°3 9°3 
219 3°36 8:44 | 11°80 OF 6:9 
220. | 3°48 8:20 | 11-68 3°5 05 
oyeM 4°15 8°33 | 12°48 2°0 81 
222), 4-18 844 | 12°62 o'7 69 
227 3°48 8°82 12-30 Nil P| 
228) heg3°57 8°59 | 12°16 Nil 5°2 
229 3°23 8°99 | 12°22 Nil 1'°8 
239 [ 2°99 | 838 |-11-37 1°4 75 
231 te 8°90 | 12:02 Nil 1°8 
236 3°75 8:25 | 12°00 2°9 g'0 
241 3°47 8°43 | II-g0 og 70 
242 3°07 851 | 11°58 Nil 6'1 
243 | 2°75 | 780 | 10°55 8:2 139 
244 3°00 8°31 [rst 22 8°3 
BAO wile 3°32 Q°22 | 12°54 Nil Nil 
250 3°67 8°73 12°40 Nil Bay 
251 3°51 SiO See reosd Nil 26 
252 AZO] 910 :12' Hl ars*42 Nil Nil 
253 2 :OM wy Or 9°57 16°8 22°0 
254 2°54) 7°51 | 10°05 II’7 17 1 
Avers.| 3°33 | 844 | 11°77 o'7 6°9 
No. of _ Solids; Total 
Samples. not fat. Fat. solids- 
Milks procured in transit at 
Finsbury Park Station int Pele) 9°06 3°55 12°61 
Milks taken on Sundays eve sy 8°58 3°54 12°13 
Milks taken on week-days pet ea) 8°44 3°33 6) 
Somerset House standard —- 8.50 2°75 II‘25 


Of the 52 milks taken on Sundays, 9, or 17°3 per cent. 
were adulterated, while, of the 52 procured on week-days, 
21°I per cent were tampered with ; while of the 30 samples 
procured at Finsbury Park Railway Station all were genuine. 
This is a serious statement, for it shows that 19°2 per cent. 
of all the milks sampled had been sophisticated. And so 
it will go on until heavier fines are inflicted on fraudulent 
dealers. 

The consumption of milk in Islington is enormous, and 
it would hardly be too much to say that, for all purposes, 
an average of half-pint per head of the population is con- 
sumed daily. 

This would amount to 62,962,500 pints in a year, the 
cost of which, at 13d. per pint, works out at 
4363,515 128. 6d. 

If nearly a twentieth of our milk is adulterated accord- 
ing to the Somerset House standard, it can at once be 
perceived that the vendors must put a very considerable 
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sum into their pockets annually, mainly for water which 
costs nothing, by fraudulent practices. co. 
But the case is much worse than this, for the above _ 


figures as to adulterations are based on the Somerset House 
standard; because I find that, taking the Finsbury Park 
Railway milks as the standard, the Sunday’s milks are adul- 
terated with water to the extent of 5°3, and the week-day 
milks to 69 per cent. If I take the adulteration at only 
6°o per cent. for all milks, it would appear that the milk 
vendors charge no less than £23,610 (6 per cent. on 
£393,515, the total cost of milk consumed) for the water 
which they supply to their customers. Now this is 
charging very heavily for this commodity, for the New 
River Company will supply large consumers with water at 
the rate of 74d. per 1,000 gallons,’ and, therefore, for 
£23,610 would give them no less than 755,400,000 gallons 
of it, as against the 3,777,750 gallons which the milk 
vendors add to their milk. Water, under these circum- 
stances, is very expensive, and is, indeed, almost a luxury 
which few persons, I imagine, will care to pay for at the 
price. 

I have shown that it comes in pure, as a rule, to 
Islington, and that it is not delivered in the same state. 


The fact is that adoption of the Somerset House standard | 


in Islington leaves room for the addition of at least 6 per 
cent. of water before the offenders would be certified as 
having added it to their milk, and of another 5 per cent. 
before a prosecution would be instituted, lest, if an appeal 
were made to the Government analysts, they should return 
the sample as genuine. 

Spirits.—Whisky alone seems to have been adulterated 
of the samples obtained by the inspectors, and of it 18 
were taken. Of these 4, or 22‘2 per cent., were adulterated 
with water. 

BuTTER.—22 samples were analysed, of which 5, or 
22°7 per cent., were returned as adulterated. } 

YELLOW Wax.—Six samples of yellow wax were bought 
at oil stores, and all were found to be paraffin wax, or an 
adulteration of a mineral wax with resin. One offender 
was brought into court as a test case. It was dismissed by 
the magistrate on the ground that no person would be so 
foolish as to buy drugs at an oil-shop, and also because an 
unargued case respecting beeswax had been decided in the 
High Court of Justice in favour of the vendor. Now in 
this case the article was bought as ‘‘ beeswax,” and as the 
British Pharmacopceia, up till then, knew no such drug by 
that name, the case was bound to have been decided in 
favour of the appellants. In the Islington case, however, the 
article was bought under its pharmaceutical name, ‘‘ Yellow 
Wax,” and, therefore, it was reasonable to expect that the 
genuine article would have been supplied. The defence 
was angry that the case should have been brought at all, 


| and a writer in the trade journal wondered, in addition, 
that it should have been taken in defence of fair trading. | 


Now I hold that if the grocers look to the sanitary autho- 
rities to protect honest traders in their business from being 
undersold by persons who sell fraudulent articles, especially 
butters, the chemists and druggists, whose education is 
superior, and whose training has been long and arduous, 
and who, in addition, have been compelled to pass severe 
examinations, are equally entitled to protection against 
dishonest or unfair dealing on the part of oilmen, who it 
appears are as eligible for membership of the same associa- 
tion as the grocers. Now members of the latter body have 
on many occasions applied to me to protect them against 
dishonest opponents, and the assistance has been willingly 
and cordially afforded. But when the chemists seek 
similar protection against unfair, I will not call them by a 
stronger word, practices, then the grocers’ trade organisation 
steps in to uphold that which they have condemned in 
their own trade, viz., the selling of articles under a wrong 
description. Margarine must never be sold as butter, but 
paraffin wax or earth wax may be sold as. yellow wax, which 
is,.on the greatest pharmaceutical authority (the British 
Pharmacopceia) declared to be beeswax. Apparently 
what is sauce for the grocers’ goose is not sauce for the 
chemists’ gander. However, since the prosecution has 
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ken place the new Pharmacopcia has been published, 
nd I notice that the names given to the waxes have been 
hanged. They are no longer ‘‘ White Wax” or “ Yellow 
ax” but “White Beeswax” and “Yellow Beeswax.” 
Possibly the prosecution by drawing particular attention 


to a grievance of the chemists had something 
to do with the change in nomenclature. There 
are also some other alterations which will, no 
doubt, tend to. prevent unfair trading on _ the 


part of oilmen, some of whom, not content with stick- 
ing to their legitimate businesses, deal in drugs, but who, 
when prosecuted, try to shuffle out of their difficulty by 
asserting that no person in his senses would buy drugs at an 
oilshop. But there are always fools in the world, and some- 
WA . . . 

times they require protecting from the results of their own 
folly. 





PUBLIC ANALYST’S REPORT. 


To the Members of the Vestry of the Parish of St. Mary, 
| Islington. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, MADAM, AND GENTLEMEN,— During the 
three months terminating with the 31st of March, 253 samples 
of food and drugs have been submitted for analysis under the 
provisions of one or other of the three Acts regulating the 
sale of food and drugs. Of these samples 47 were reported 
against, giving a percentage of adulterated samples of 18°6. 
Of the total samples 251 were purchased by your inspectors, 
and two samples—both butter, one adulterated—were sub- 

titted to me by a private purchaser, under Section 12 of 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 

Among the samples analysed were six samples pur- 
chased as ‘Yellow Wax,” which is the name in the 
pharmacopceia for unbleached beeswax. These samples 
were, I am informed, all purchased at oilmen’s, and not at 
chemists’ ; they were all adulterated to the extent of 100 
per cent., or, in other words, no trace of beeswax could be 
detected in any one of them. It would undoubtedly be an 
offence for a chemist to sell such an article as ‘ Yellow 
Wax,” yet the learned magistrate decided that there was 
no offence when the same act was committed by an oilman, 
and accordingly dismissed the test case taken. This 
decision creates an unpleasant situation for the chemists 
and druggists ; they are undersold by unauthorised drug 
vendors, and when the latter are called upon to answer for 
their acts, they successfully plead that, although the articles 
were sold under the official names of drugs, yet they must 
not be regarded as drugs because they are not chemists and 
druggists. This defence was formerly successful in the 
case of another drug—Olive Oil—and has now been 
repeated with “ Yellow Wax.” 

With regard to some recent discrepancies between my 
results and those of Somerset House. The method I 
adopted in the coffee cases had been published and re- 
published by the Government chemists, and yet they came 
down to Court and on oath stated it to be worthless. In the 
lard case we were obviously working on different samples. 
In a recent case I have received a sample consisting of two 
pieces, one margarine and the other butter, and in yet 
another case a sample of lard partly genuine lard and 
partly margarine. These two cases demonstrate that it is 
quite possible that the differences between the portions of 
the lard sample received by me and by the analyst for the 
vendor were due to the original piece of lard not being 
homogeneous. In this case I exchanged samples with 
the analyst for the defence, and he agreed with 
my results on my sample and I agreed with his results on 
his. With regard to the milk case, I would point out that 
the sample was undecomposed when analysed by me, and 
that there must have been 6 per cent. of added water in it 
—not calculated on any fancy high standard of my own, 
but calculated on the limit sworn to by one of the Govern- 
ment chemists. The Government chemists analysed the 
milk when it could only be described as putrid, and after 
making certain fancy allowances for change in composition 
—-the amount ot which allowances and how arrived at not 
being stated—came to the conclusion that there was no 
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evidence of the presence of added water. As this case is 


still sab judice I will not refer further to it. 


The question of chicory in coffee shows the importance 
of the recommendation of the Select Committee that there 
should be established a Board of Reference, which, among 
other useful functions, should lay down methods of analysis 
and standards for natural products. 

Iam, 
Mr. Chairman, Madam, and Gentlemen, 
Your obedient Servant, 
(Signed) FRANK L. TEED, 
Public Analyst. 


MR. CHAPLIN ON THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 


On July 22nd Mr. Chaplin introduced into the House 
of Commons a Bill relating to adulteration. He said: In 
rising to submit the provisions of the Bill which I desire to 
ask leave to introduce to-night, I wish to explain two things 
to begin with. In the first place it is not introduced upon 
grounds of public health, nor is it intended to deal with 
any question of public health. Against adulteration which 
is injurious to health we believe that the powers which are 
possessed under existing Acts of Parliament are adequate 
already. The 

OBJECT OF THIS BILL 


is to make the law more effectual to prevent fraudulent 
trading in certain articles, by adulteration or otherwise, than 
it is at present under the existing Acts of Parliament which 
deal with it, viz., the Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887 and 
1894, and the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 and 1879. 
In the second place the present Bill is limited in its 
operation. 
IT DEALS WITH FOOD PRODUCTS ONLY, 


and does not extend to the other articles which are included 
in the scope of the Acts which I have referred to, and 
which must be dealt with in another measure. There is 
considerable convenience, I think, in making this division 
of the subject. It follows the precedent adopted in existing 
Acts of Parliament, where, under the Merchandise Marks 
Act and the two amending Acts of 1891 and 1894, pro- 
ceedings are taken against offenders in the case of 
agricultural products by the Board of Agriculture, and in 
the case of other products by the Board of Trade. It 
will meet, I believe, with the approval of the interests 
concerned, and it increases the chance as well as my hope 
of its being included. 


IN THE CATEGORY OF UNCONTENTIOUS MEASURES, 


which is the only condition on which it could be proceeded 
with during this Session. How far I am justified in this 
the House must judge for itself, but the title of the Bill, 
I think, explains its object pretty clearly, for, adopting in 
part the language of the Act of 1894, it is a Bill to make 
better provision against the adulteration of certain articles 
of agricultural and horticultural produce. Now, that is 
surely an object which no one can object to. How is it to 
be accomplished ? We have to guard against adulteration 
both in home and foreign products. I will take the 


FOREIGN PRODUCTS. 


first, and deal with them as follows upon their arrival at 
the ports. In the first place the Commissioners of Customs 
aré to take samples of consignments of imported milk or 
butter in accordance with directions given by the Treasury 
after consultation with the Board of Agriculture. Having 
taken a sample, part of it is to be sent to the importer and 
part to the principal chemist of the Laboratory at Somerset 
House, and it becomes the duty of the latter to ascertain by 


EXAMINATION 


whether the milk or butter is adulterated or impoverished 
within the meaning of the Bill, that is to say, in the words 
of the definition clause, ‘Whether anything has been 
extracted from it, or any foreign substance has been added 
to it, so as to injuriously affect its substance, quality, or 
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nature.” If the sample when tested proves to be satis-_ 
factory, well and good. The rest of the consignment will 
have passed on already to its destination, and nothing 
further happens. If, on the other hand, it is proved to be 
adulterated, then the head of the laboratory i is to certify the: 
Commissioners and the Board of Agriculture to that effect 
at once. The Commissioners thereupon inform the im- - 
porter ; the Board of Agriculture publishes the fact ; future 
consignments from the same quarter become suspect ; and 
the Commissioners of Customs are 
EMPOWERED TO DETAIN 


any subsequent consignment bearing the same import marks 
and coming from the same suspected quarter, as if they 
were prohibited goods, unless the importer has given the 
Commissioners security against the consignment being 
adulterated within the meaning of the Act. Now, I think 
the House will see that under these provisions, which 
include the detention of such perishable articles, there is 
good reason to believe that they will be effectual in pre- 
venting adulteration in either butter or milk which comes to 
us from abroad; and yet no one can complain of the 
provisions, for they can only come into operation in the 
case of those who have already been found guilty of in- 
fringing the law. Now I turn to the question of 


ADULTERATION AT HOME, 


and here the chief complaint we have to meet is this. It is 
alleged that while the existing Acts would be perfectly 
adequate if they were efficiently administered, yet in some 
districts, and in many cases, they are to a large extent 
inoperative because the local authorities will not do their 
duty in enforcing them. We propose to meet these 
allegations in this way. We give to the Board of Agriculture 
power to direct any of their 
OFFICERS TO PROCURE SAMPLES OF FOOD 


which is exposed for sale, or in course of delivery for sale ; 
and, if they are satisfied that it is adulterated within the 
meaning of the Act, then they will notify the fact to the 
local authority of the place where the sample was taken, 
and call upon them to be more active in the performance of 
their duty. If the local authority respond to the appeal, as 
there is every reason to hope and to believe they will, 
nothing more is needed, and the object is gained. If on 
the other hand they continue to be negligent, then the 
Board of Agriculture is invested with the same powers which 
it possesses under the Contagious Diseases of Animals Act 
of 1894, for another purpose already, viz., the 

POWER TO ENFORCE THE ACT 


itself, and to recover the costs from the local authority. In 
connection with the taking of samples, I may remind the 
House that the Committee which sat upstairs on this subject 
recommended that there should be a Court of Reference, 
as it was termed, to prescribe standards of quality and 
purity for all kinds and descriptions of food. But in place 
of what I think would be rather cumbrous machinery for 
the purposes of this Bill, the Board of Agriculture, after 
causing such inquiry to be made by experts or otherwise as 
they think fit, is 


EMPOWERED TO MAKE REGULATIONS 


for determining what shall or shall not be considered 
adulteration or impoverishment in milk or butter within 
the meaning of the Act. Difficulties have not uncommonly 
arisen in the past owing to differences of opinion between the 
local analysts and the officers of the Government Laboratory, 
and these difficulties will be obviated in future, I hope, by 
this proposal. I should add, with regard to 
MARGARINE, 


that margarine which is imported as butter, or which is not 
distinctly marked and consigned as margarine in accordance 
with the law, is liable to detention and the other provisions 
in Section 2 of the Bill which I have referred to. The 
mode in which margarine is to be marked is prescribed, 
and then there is a further provision to this effect which is 
no‘ unimportant. The occupier of a manufactory of mar- 
garine, or a wholesale dealer in margarine, is required to 
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keep a register showing the quantity vom Th the aavisiclan Aut weg wile: Le PP las of, aa 


each consignment of margarine sent from his place of 


. 


business, and this register is to be open to the inspection — 


_of an officer of the Board of Agriculture. There are also 
“some minor provisions with regard to 

SALE OF MILK, 
with which it is not necessary to trouble the House. There 
only remain the two points on which so much stress was 
laid by some members of the Committee, and which were 


included in their recommendations, viz., the prohibition of — 


the colouring of rae oat and of the mixing of butter and 
margarine, on which I wish to say just one word. (Cries of 
“Oh! | 

The Speaker: Order, order. I must remind the right 
hon. gentleman that it is not usual to make more than a 


brief explanatory statement on an occasion of this kind. — 


(Laughter and “ Hear, hear.”) 

Mr. Chaplin: I beg pardon. 

Leave was then given to bring in the Bill, and it was 
read a first time. 

Sir W. Harcourt asked whether the Bill would be taken 
on Monday. (Laughter.) 

The answer was in the negative. 


STARTLING FACTS ABOUT OUR FISHERIES. 


FULLy as useful as the good work undertaken by the 


Fishmongers’ Company in connection with the destruction 
of fish that is unfit for human food, says Zhe City Press, is 
that which they carry on, through the National Sea Fisheries 
Protection Association, with the object of preventing the 
destructon of immature fish. The loss now caused by this 
wilful waste is terrible. A fact stated by Mr. J. Wrench 
Towse, the clerk of the company, illustrates what this 
represents. Only the other day, he writes, over 32 tons of 
tresh plaice were sold for £1 at Billingsgate Market. The 
purchaser simply took a few larger ones out, which re- 
couped him for the price he paid for the whole, and then 
left the remainder to be removed for the purpose of manure. 
Another report declares that the quantity of fish thus wasted 
would, if allowed to remain in the sea until reaching 
maturity, represent fully as much as is now consumed 
annually. 


TASTELESS TINNED FOODS. 


Do tinned provisions deteriorate if stored for many 
years? There is a general impression that this is the case, 
and that idea cropped up the other day in a Lancashire 
County Court. But several well-known cases have very 
clearly demonstrated that when the tins are hermetically 
sealed decomposition never occurs. Food thus safeguarded 
against decay has been found quite sweet after more than 
half a century. So far as decay goes, therefore, tinning 
may be accepted as an effectual preventive. But there is 
another kind of deterioration—that of flavour—on which 
scientific testimony is not so decisive. Even when tinned 
fruits have newly come from the manufacturer, the more 
delicate sorts are often.almost tasteless. But this is said to 
be the result of the processes to which they are subjected 
before being sealed up, and it is asserted by the trade that 
no loss of flavour subsequently takes place. We are not 
aware, however, that the question has ever been set at rest 
by exhaustive experiment; it is an easy matter to judge 
whether decomposition has begun, but a nicely discrimi- 
nating palate is needed to detect deterioration of flavour. 
The matter is of some importance now that tinned meats, 
vegetables, and even fruits are so largely used for sailors’ 
rations in merchant vessels. Tasteless food does not suit 
Jack in the least; he likes a pronounced flavoured in what 
he eats and drinks. Salt beef and pork have that merit, at 
all events, and we should not be surprised if some old 
salts look back with longing to the rations which, while 
giving their teeth plenty of work, appealed to their palates 
in an appetising way.— Zhe Globe. 
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THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 


At last Mr. Chaplin (with the aid of Mr. T. W. Russell 
and Mr, Walter Long) has produced the New Adulteration 
Act. Between them “The Dog Fiend,” “The Ex- 
Temperance Tub-Wolloper,” and ‘The Ponderous 
Platitudinarian,” cut up several thousands of pounds per 
year of public money, and so long as the public, and the 
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| trading portion of it in particular, will stand government by 


clique, party bounders like these three “ miserables” will 
draw fat salaries for pretending to deal with public business, 


_and produce asinine Bills like this New Adulteration Act. 


What the public analysts think of it we do not know, but 
it seems a small reward for the long toadying of that red- 
tape nobody, the Secretary to the Board of Agriculture. 
The recommendations of the Select Committee are treated 
with contempt, and that played-out farce, the Board of 
Agriculture—a nincompoop body sazs knowledge and 
hitherto sazs power—is to have some power at last, and 
that power is the one for which the Board of Agriculture 
has no fitness. What does anyone at the Board of Agri- 
culture know about food analysis? Absolutely nothing! 
The whole thing is a public scandal, a game to perpetuate 
the same old wretched system of Somerset House perfec- 


tionised ignorance—for, of course, some Somerset House 


incapable, or Home Office “ blown-on chemical expert,” will 
have a good position with a fat salary arranged for him. 
Such is the pit the analysts have digged for them- 
selves ! 

As to the grocers, who as the prosecuted parties are 
vitally interested, one of the ablest if not the first spokes- 


of the Manchester, Salford, and District Grocers’ Associa- 
tion, at the last meeting of that organisation, after the 
solicitor to the Association had spoken on the legal aspects 
ot the Bill, said ‘that it was very ridiculous as a complete 
Bill, for it left out one of the most essential points, which 
was the provision of an invoice being a warranty. He 
thought this was disgraceful.” 


The Grocer says: 


The Bill certainly does not go far enough for th 
grocer, for it omits what we have all been anxious for, viz., 
a legislative declaration that an invoice shall be considered 
a warranty. As this question constantly crops up in butter 
prosecutions, and in those more than any other, Mr. 
Chaplin might very well have carried his so-called Pro- 
tectionism a little further, and have aided his butter- 
producing friends by enabling the authorities to saddle the 
right horse where adulterated butter is sold. Perhaps we 
may hope for the insertion of a clause to the effect that 
food products shall be sold, whether wholesale or retail, for 
what they are, and that if a wholesaler sells as butter what 
is not butter he shall be held responsible, just as the man 
to whom he sells it is held responsible in his turn. In 
other words, it will be possible to insert in the Bill a clause 
stating that it shall be a good defence for a retailer to prove 
that the article in respect of which he is charged was 
invoiced to him as ‘ butter,’ ‘lard,’ ‘ vinegar,’ or as the case 
may be. Stated blankly, ‘invoice a warranty’ takes a very 
wide scope. A lawyer would see in it almost a revolution ; 
at any rate, afar larger matter than is suggested by the use 
of the phrase in the signification we attach to it in our own 
trade. Perhaps this is Mr. Chaplin’s excuse for not em- 
bodying any general principle of the kind in his Bill. That, 
however, does not lessen the need for some such enunciation 
to remedy the grievance which undoubtedly exists in the 
grocery trade; and as, as we have said, the matter comes 
up most frequently in butter, a Butter Bill is one place at 
least where it should be inserted.” 

As far as the public is concerned, the Bill is not worth 
the cost of its printing. What the public requires is not 
analytical wrangling nor trade swindling: it wants pure food 
and prompt punishment of those who defraud it. Why do 
not these three ‘‘ miserables””—Mr. Henry Chaplin, Mr. T. 
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W. Russell, and Mr. Walter Long—consult practical men, 
like Mr. Hudson Kearley or Mr. Innes Rogers, in the 
drafting of a Bill? The country would then have a 


measure worth considering in place of this fearful exhibition | 


of ignorance, franked by the three most conspicuous failures 
Parliament possesses. 


THE TEXT OF THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 


ARRANGEMENT OF CLAUSES.— Clause 1. Powers of 
Board of Agriculture with respect to articles of agricultural 
and horticultural produce. 2. Precautions against im- 
portation of adulterated or impoverished butter or milk. 
3. Power to make regulations as to samples of milk or 
butter. 4 Margarine. 5. Provisions as to manufacturers 
of and dealers in margarine. 6. Provision as to name and 
address of person selling milk. 7. Division of milk sampled 
in course of delivery. 8. Provisions as to condensed 
separated milk. 9. Meaning of adulteration or impoverish- 
ment. 10. Short title, construction, and commencement. 

A Bill to make better provision against the adulteration 
of certain articles of agricultural and horticultural produce. 
Be it enacted, etc. : 

1. (1) Any officer of the Board of Agriculture may, 
subject to and in accordance with directions of the Board, 
procure samples of any article of food being an article of 
agricultural or horticultural produce which is exposed for 
sale or is in course of delivery in pursuance of a contract 
of sale, and the provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts shall apply as if the officer were an officer authorised 


to procure samples under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, | 
1875, except that the sample shall be divided into such 


number of parts as the officer procuring it may require. 

(2) If the Board .are satisfied that any sample of 
an article of food being an article of agricultural or 
horticultural produce is adulterated or impoverished, they 
may notify the fact to the local authority for the place at 
which the article was exposed for sale, or to which it was in 
course of delivery for sale. 

(3) If the Board of Agriculture, after communication 
with a local authority, are of opinion that the local 
authority have failed to execute or enforce any of the 
provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts with respect 
to articles of agricultural or horticultural produce, the Board 
may make the like order as may be made by the Board 
under Section 34 of the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, 
and that section shall apply accordingly. 

2. (x) It shall be unlawful to import into the United 
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Kingdom any butter or milk which is adulterated or im- — 


poverished, unless it is entered under and marked with a 
name or description indicating that it has been so treated, 


and any butter or milk the importation of which is pro- 
hibited by this section shall be deemed to be goods 
prohibited to be imported within the meaning of Section 42 


of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876. 


Provided that butter or milk shall not be deemed to be 


adulterated by reason only of the addition of any preserva- 
tive or colouring matter which does not render the butter 
or milk injurious to health. 


(2) For the purposes of this Act, and notwithstanding. | 


anything in the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, the first 
entry delivered of butter or milk shall, notwithstanding any 
subsequent correction, be deemed to be the entry. 

(3) The Commissioners of Customs shall take samples 
of consignments of imported butter or milk, in accordance 
with directions given by the Treasury after consultation 
with the Board of Agriculture. 

(4) Where the Commissioners take a sample of any 
consignment in pursuance of such directions, they shall 
divide it into not less than two parts, and send one to the 
importer and one to the principal chemist of the Govern- 
ment laboratories. ; 

(5) If the said principal chemist is of opinion that the 
sample is adulterated or impoverished, he shall certify ac- 
cordingly to the Board of Agriculture and to the Commis- 
sioners of Customs, and the Commissioners shall notify 
the fact to the importer, and shall send to the Board of 
Agriculture the name of the importer and such information 
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as the Commissioners may possess as to the destination of — 


the consignment. The Board of Agriculture may in any 
such case give such public notice of the fact as they may 
deem expedient. 

(6) Where such a certificate is given with respect to any 
butter or milk the Commissioners may, during twelve months 
from the date of the certificate, detain pending analysis or 
otherwise deal with any subsequent consignment of butter or 
milk bearing the same import marks, or otherwise appearing 
to have been sent by the same consignor, as if the consign- 
ment were prohibited goods within the meaning of Section 
42 of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, unless the 
importer has given security to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioners in an amount not exceeding one hundred 
pounds, or the value of the consignment so certified, 
whichever is greater, against any such subsequent consign- 
ment being adulterated or impoverished. 

(7) This section shall not apply to condensed milk. 


3. The Board of Agriculture may, after such inquiry as 


they deem necessary, make regulations for determining the - 


extent to which any deficiency in any of the normal con- 
stituents of milk or butter, or the presence of any foreign 
matter, in any sample of milk or butter, shall raise a pre- 
sumption, until the contrary is proved, that the milk or 
butter is adulterated or impoverished. 

4. (1) Margarine not marked or not consigned in 
accordance with the requirements of law is prohibited to be 
imported into the United Kingdom or Ireland as if it were 
included in the table of prohibitions contained in Section 
42 of the Customs Act, 1876, and the provisions of Section 
2 of this Act shall apply in the case of any such margarine 
in like manner as they apply in the case of adulterated 
butter. 

(2) The letters required to be printed on the paper 
wrapper in which margarine is sold shall be not less than 
half an inch long and distinctly legible. 
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_ (3) The inclosure of margarine in a wrapper labelled as 
required by law shall be sufficient notice to the purchaser 


- that the contents are margarine. 


5. (1) Every occupier of a manufactory of margarine, 
and every wholesale dealer in margarine, shall keep a 
register showing the quantity and destination of each con- 
signment of margarine sent out from his manufactory or 
place of business, and this register shall be open to the 
inspection of any officer of the Board of Agriculture. 

(2) If any such occupier or dealer (a) fails to keep 
such a register, or (4) refuses to produce the register when 
required to do so by an officer of the Board of Agriculture, 


or (c) fails to keep the register posted up to date, or (d) 
wilfully makes any entry in the register which is false in 


any particular, or (e) fraudulently omits to enter any par- 
ticular which ought to be entered in the register, he shall 
be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding ten 
pounds. 

6. Every person who sells milk from a vehicle or from a 
can or other receptacle shall have inscribed on the vehicle 
or receptacle the name and address of the person by whom 
or on whose behalf the milk is sold, and in default shall be 
liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding two 
pounds. 

7. The division required by Section 14 of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, of an article purchased for 
analysis shall be made in the case of samples taken of milk 
in course of delivery. 

8. Every tin or other receptacle containing condensed 
separated milk must bear a label on which the words “‘Con- 


~ densed Separated Milk” are printed in large and legible 


type, and if any person sells or exposes or offers for sale 
condensed separated milk in contravention of this section, 
he shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not ex- 
ceeding two pounds. 

9. For the purposes of this Act an article of food shall 
be deemed to be adulterated or impoverished if it has been 
mixed with any other substances, or if any part of it has 
been extracted so as to affect injuriously its quality, sub- 
stance, or nature. 

ro. (1) This Act may be cited as the Agricultural Pro- 
ducts, etc. (Adulteration) Act, 1898, and shall be construed 
with the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 

(2) The Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act Amendment Act, 1879, the Margarine 
Act, 1887, and this Act, may be cited collectively as the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 to 1898, and are in this Act 
referred to as the Sale ot Food and Drugs Acts. 

(3) This Act shall come into operation on the first 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
nine. 

This Bill is endorsed as having been brought in by Mr. 
Chaplin, Mr. Walter Long, and Mr. T. W. Russell. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Darlington, on July 25th, Jonas Cockcroft, of the 
“George and Dragon,” Heighington, was charged under 
the Food and Drugs Act with selling whisky adulterated 
with too much water. Mr. M. A. Thompson, the inspector, 
said that on the morning of June 7th he visited the 
defendant’s house and asked for a pint of whisky, pointing 
to a certain cask, which was marked “good old.” He 
tendered the price asked—zs. According to the certificate 
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‘bodies in it. 
but all that was left in the keg. Mr. Laidler said his client 


‘was really not for sale. 
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of Mr. Stock, analyst, the sample was 34°32 degrees under 
proof, which was 9°32 below the standard required. Mr. 
W. J. Stewart, who defended, said that a girl was left in 
charge in the absence of the landlord and his wife, and she 
knew nothing about the business. The whisky of the cask 
in question was kept solely for the landlady’s own use. 
Fined ros. and costs.——Ann S. Bowser, landlady of the 


“Bay Horse,” Heighington, was similarly charged. The 


inspector said he was supplied by the son of the defendant. 
The sample was 41°03 under proof, which was 16°03 below 


_the standard required. Mr. F. B. Laidler, who prosecuted, 
held up the sample, and remarked: It has got some body 


in it. (Laughter.) The Inspector: I think a good many 


(Laughter.) He did not get quite a pint, 


had been in the house for thirty-six years, and had never 


previously been in trouble with the police or excise 


The whisky which was supplied the inspector 
The bung was out, and the keg 
was about to be replenished by the defendant’s son. If 


authorities. 


-anybody else but the inspector had asked to be supplied, 


he would not have got it out of this keg, but the inspector 


pointing to the keg, the son treated his request as he would 


a Royal command. Mr. Laidler submitted that it was not 
a case to which the Act was intended to apply. James 


‘Bowser having given evidence, the Bench imposed a fine of 


Ios, and costs.-——James Arrowsmith, of the “Surtees 
Arms,” Redworth, was similarly fined. In his case the 
analyst’s certificate showed 50°38 degrees under proof, or 
25°38 below the standard allowed by law. Defendant 
pleaded that the adulteration happened through a mistake 
in mixing. 

Mary Ann Morvecai (Ponthir House, Ponthir) was 
charged at Caerleon with selling diluted whisky 36°83 under 
proof on June 2oth, 

Mr. W. Lyndon Moore prosecuted, and Mrs. Mordecai 
conducted her own case. 

Inspector Lewis deposed to having purchased the 
whisky, and it was found to contain 16 per cent. of added 
water. 

P.C. Godwin said that he was informed that this 
particular whisky was put aside for the defendant’s own 
use in order to have ingredients mixed with it for a 
complaint. 

The Magistrate’s Clerk : It was medicinal only. 

The constable was understood to reply that the 
complaint was rheumatism. 

Mrs. Mordecai pleaded that she had this whisky for her 
own private use to mix other things with. She had to use 
spirits of salts, camphor, etc. ; and it was not what was 
served to the public. 

The Bench imposed a fine of £3 1os., or in default, 14 
days. The license not to be endorsed. 


MILK. 


AT Pontypridd, on July 27th, Elizabeth Clanfield, 
Tynybedw Farm, Nortenbridge, was summoned for selling 
milk which, upon analysis, was proved to be deficient by 
7 per cent. Mr. James Phillips defended, and P.S. Cole 
admitted that the deficiency was not stated upon the 
summons, and that he divided the milk as the girl from 
whom it was purchased could not do so. Owing to the 
technical objection raised, and the small amount of the 
deficiency, the summons was dismissed, 
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Oe FLOUR ADULTERATION. ; 
AT Pontypridd, on July 27th, Daniel Evans, grocer, 


Pontypridd, was charged with selling adulterated flour.— 


The inspector said he purchased from the defendant flour 
which, upon analysis, proved to contain 15 per cent. of 

maize flour.—Defendant, who pleaded that he had sold 
the flour in the same state as he purchased it, was ordered 
to pay the costs (£1 10s. 6d.), the stipendiary advising him 
to get a warranty with each purchase. 


LIME WATER. 


At Caerleon Petty Session, George Frederick Thorne 
(general grocer) was charged with selling at Caerleon on the 
2oth June “lime water ” deficient in lime. 

Mr. W. Lyndon Moore prosecuted on behalf of the 
Monmouthshire County Council, and Mr. Corner (barrister), 
instructed by Mr. W. Pratt, defended. 

Mr. Moore said that a bottle of lime water was pur- 
chased at the defendant’s shop. An assistant sold it in the 
presence of the manager. The purchaser was told that the 

. price was 1s. 6d., but this was high, because it was con- 


sidered to be worth about 2d. or 3d. as the market value. 


The water was analysed, and it was found to only contain 
half the proper quantity of lime. He proceeded to say 
that lime water was used for children to correct acidity, so 
that it was all-important to have the exact proportion of 
lime, and not too much water. Deleterious results would 
follow the taking of too much water. 

Inspector Lewis than gave evidence as to having pur- 
chased the lime water and having it analysed. 

Mr. G. R. Thompson, county analyst, deposed to 
having analysed the sample submitted to him. It should 
have contained twice the amount of lime which the sample 
did. Pure lime water should contain half a grain of lime 
per fluid ounce, but this sample contained a trifle over a 
quarter of a grain. Lime water was used mainly for 
children who suffered from not being able to digest cow’s 
milk. It was also used by adults for stomachic complaint’s. 

Mr. Corner urged that the defendant purchased a 
quantity of lime water in February, 1897. Six pints of 
lime water were purchased at 1s. 6d.—3d. a bottle—and 
the selling price was 33d. The seller got confused about 
the price and fixed the 1s. 6d. running in his mind as the 
price for each bottle instead: of this having been paid for 
the lot. There was no deception whatever. As to the 
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results of the act ade the properties of. ‘the lime seater ‘ 
must have deteriorated, it having been purchased a long 
time ago, while its being a white instead of a green bottle — 
also operated in the same direction. What was sold, too, 
was perfectly harmless. ‘a 
The Bench decided to impose a fine of £4 10s. in-— 
-They held that the defendant was not ani- — 
mated by any desire to defraud the public, but for all that | 
the public had to be protected. = 
The Magistrates’ Clerk: The £4 tos. includes the 


costs. 
The Chairman assented. 


THE NORTH RIDING COUNTY COUNCIL AND . 
ADULTERATION. 


Mr. THOMAS FaIRLEy, county analyst, reported that he 
had during the past quarter analysed 13 samples of milk, 
butter 7, lard 1, oatmeal 1, pepper 1, ground rice 1, coftee 
I, gin 1—total 26. Five of 16 samples of milk were of 
very low quality, and it was recommended that the vendors 
be cautioned. Two came from Easingwold, and the others 


from Thornaby-on-Tees, Brotton and Eston. In his opinion — 


if these were followed to their sources they would be found 


to be adulterated with at least ro to 12 per cent. of water. 


By comparison of milk as sold with the milk taken from 
the same cows, taken in the presence of the inspector, even 
one per cent. can be proved with certainty. This 
method eliminates the effect of the natural variations in 
milk. A great improvement on the present system would 
be the legal adoption of a standard corresponding to 
average genuine milk as is done in certain other countries. 
It will then fall to the vendor of poor milk to show how he 


comes to supply milk below the standard, and the evil. 


would be abated. The sample of gin from Yarm was of 


low quality, being just under the limits -allowed by the 
Act. 


DUBLIN AND THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 


SOME recent articles in a journal calied the Dazly 
JVation criticise severely Sir Charles A. Cameron, Medical 
Officer of Health and Public Analyst for Dublin. Sir 
Charles A. Cameron has, we believe, had for years one of 
the most difficult tasks of any medical officer of health in 
Europe, and the manner in which he has grappled with it 
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has won him the respect of sanitary experts everywhere. 
We regard it, therefore, as somewhat surprising, and by 
no means to the credit of Dublin journalism, that of late 
the alleged sanitary fitness of one or two pushful nobodies 
_has been persistently paraded before the Dublin public, and 
_ that Sir Charles A. Cameron should have been accused 
of negligence in enforcing the Adulteration Acts. We 
have had occasion during the past six years to censure 

many cities and towns, but our columns have over and over 
_ again shown that Dublin has not been one of the places 
_ deserving condemnation. As regards the sale of fraudulent 
P butter, which Sir Charles is by inference alleged to en- 
q courage, it may be news to his critics that the first scientific 
- man of note to point out to Ireland the importance of 
_ being abreast of the times in butter production was Sir 
Charles A. Cameron, in his work Zhe Chemistry of Food, 

1868.” What Cork butter factors have been saying for a 
_ few years past Sir Charles A. Cameron preached thirty 
years ago in pages 135 to 146, and had their teaching 
been then appreciated and practised by Irish butter-makers 
Irish butter to-day would be occupying the place Danish 
butter unfortunately occupies. To those who understand 
the adulteration question and its legislative and scientific 
difficulties the Dublin Dazly Vatton’s strictures appear to 
be very devoid of reason. 


oe 


CHESTER AND ADULTERATION. 


Durinc the Quarter ending June 3oth, 1898, Mr. J. 
- Carter Bell says: I have analysed 224 samples, consisting 

of 51 butters, 49 milks, 22 beers, 20 coffees, 18 spirits, 8 
flours, 7 sugars, 6 gingers, 3 cheese, 3 arrowroot, 2 vinegars, 
1 oatmeal, 1 pepper, 24 drinking waters, and 9 sewages 
and effluents. 

Of these 9 were adulterated, namely, 3 coffees, 2 milks, 
2 butters, and 2 spirits. The coffees were adulterated with 
from 40 to 45 per cent. of chicory ; the milk with 2 and 5 
per cent. of water ; the butters with 65 and 70 per cent. of 
foreign fat, and the spirits with 3 and 10 per cent. of water 
in excess of that which is allowed. 

If the above two milks, which were from one farmer, 
were passed as very poor, then practically speaking, there 
has been no milk adulteration this quarter. 

Out of the 49 milks, 46 were first class or over the 
standard. 


3 contained over 11 per cent. of Total Solids. 


31 ” ” 12 >” ” ”? 
If ” ” 13 ” ” 9 
3 %” 9 14 “9” ” 9 
I ” ? 15 ” ” ” 


The percentage of adulterated butters is exceedingly 
small, amounting to under 4 percent. ‘This low percentage 
is in striking contrast to a neighbouring county, where the 
Inspector reports that 50 per cent. of the butters are 
adulterated. 

This great difference can only be attributed to the 
systematic manner in which the samples are taken in 
Cheshire, and also go to prove that a better system of in- 
spection is carried out in this county. 

As it was reported in the papers that flour was being 
largely adulterated with maize, I made a special examina- 
tion for this adulterant in the samples of flour sent for 
analysis, but in none of the eight samples was it found. 

Twenty-two samples of beer were analysed. All of them 
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were pure, but they varied very much in composition, as 
the following analysis will show. 

(All results are given in percentages, with the exception 
of the salt, which is given in grains to gallon.) 


Price per Proof Mineral Salt (Grains 
Gallon. Alcohol. Spirit. Extract. Matter. to Gallon.) 
re 1/8 Geo eg O2i erste NOES) c.g 4 eer Tees 25 
eh a ee 13°12 6°84. ip aie | 28 
3. 3 ye eos 6°22 AOr decd GAO. | case Aly) 
4. Y seo) TSR 12°84 HS reat AZ iasees 25 
Se iMeli es 402 I0'l3 A Olean ge SO cee 19 
6. 2|- Bes 85725, II‘49 325) vet (3 5b ce 20 
1E . ean ST 9°45 SOG re (30) eee 2I 
8. ‘s Reeeene Ss 6°22 4°2 220) gies: 17 
9. 5 Beata 5 II'49 OG Ly ila 28 
Io. i an Zee, 8:77 50 “OWneae 20 
Li E 5°00 10 94 46 43 20). 
12. » 4°75 10°40 3°2 "38 41 
13. ” 3°71 8°13 Sf est 4 yas 43 
14. 5 5.87 12°84 S Ole aed a Saar 40 
15. ” 3:71 8°13 Key oct SSE ce 33 
16. ” 4°31 9°45 3°9 (tag ese See (2 
17: ” 3°41 7°49 2°6 BT creat ay, 
18. ” 4°31 9°45 3°9 “44 vee 79 
19. 2/4 5°87 12°84 51 Ee 12 
20. 1 4°62 10°13 4°9 SA Giese. i 
2% 2/8 4°62 10°13 4'I 120s oot 26 
22. 5 4°81 10°54 ONG 225 ae sas 36 


It will be seen from the above table that the low price 
beers, in some cases, were equal to the high price; thus, 
No. 1, at 1s. 8d. a gallon, is equal to No. 21, which was 
2s. 8d. All these samples of beer were of good quality, 
and only one contained an excess of salt (No. 18). This 
may have been accidental, or due to excess of chlorides 
in the water used for brewing. 

Total number of samples analysed during the quarter, 
224. 


BERMUDA ARROWROOT. 


HITHERTO no authentic account has been given of the 
interesting arrowroot industry carried on in Bermuda. One 
reason for the superior character of Bermuda arrowroot is 
the scrupulous care taken in every stage of the manufacture. 
The mode of culture is very similar to that of the common 
potato. The roots, after being collected, are washed, and 
their outer cuticle completely removed. This process 
requires care, for the cuticle contains a resinous matter 
which imparts colour and a disagreeble flavour to the starch, 
and cannot be removed by subsequent treatment. The 
pared roots are then well washed, and crushed to a pulp 
between powerful rollers. ‘The pulp is thrown into per- 
forated cylinders, where it is agitated by revolving wooden 
paddles, while a stream of pure water carries off the fecula 
from the coarser fibres of the pulp, and discharges it through 
the perforated bottom of the cylinder. Thence it is 
conveyed in pipes, and passed through fine muslin 
strainers into reservoirs, in which it is allowed to settle, 
and the supernatant water drawn off. After repeated 
washings, it is again allowed to settle for some time, when 
the surface is skimmed with palette knives of German silver. 
The rollers and cylinders are made of brass and copper, 
The drying is conducted with equal care and cleanliness. 
The substance, spread in flat copper pans placed on rollers, 
is covered with white gauze and run under glass-covered 
sheds when there is danger from rain or dew. When dry it 
is packed with German silver shovels in new barrels lined 
with paper, which is stuck in with arrowroot paste. The 
barrels are exported on the decks of vessels under cover, 
since, if placed in the hold, the arrowroot might be tainted 
by the effluvia of other freight—<Xew Bulletin, No. 135, 
PP- 59-5!- 
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THE DIGESTIBILITY OF BREAD. 
SEVERAL investigations have been conducted by the 
Chemical Division of the Agricultural Experiment Station 
of the Minnesota University on the digestibility of bread. 
Three experiments were made to determine this. In the 
first experiment the bread, says The British Baker, was 
made from the best patent grade of spring wheat flour, 
while in the second and third experiments bread made 
from the bakers’ grade of flour and from whole wheat flour 
respectively were used. The experiments were made with 
aman weighing 150 pounds. The daily exercise consisted 
of a four-mile walk. In each of the experiments the daily 
ration consisted of about a pound and a-half of bread, a 
fifth of a pound of butter, and half a pound of eggs (four 
eggs). The ration was the same in each experiment, except 
that a different kind of bread was used. The amount of 
bread, butter, and eggs per day in each of the experiments 
was as follows : 
FOOD CONSUMED PER DAY. 








Experiment Experiment Experiment 
No. 1. No. 2. No. 3. 
Bread from Bread from Bread from 
patent flour. | bakers’ flour. | whole wheat 
flour. 
Bread bs:5 c5 aceite see 1°45 1°48 1°48 
Butter ary Maca sss<shens 19 19 a) 
TED OC fasts. cocoe “OI 50 54 





These rations supplied all the needs of the body, and 
produced sufficient energy for a four-mile walk per day. 
In each of the experiments about 95 per cent. of the total 
nitrogen of the food could be accounted for, indicating that 
none of the vital functions had been carried on at the 
expense ot food which had been stored up in the body. 
This ration may be considered as merely a maintenance 
ration, and would not be suited for severe labour. 

The rations contained nearly a pound and a quarter of 
dry matter. The dry matter was composed of about a 
quarter or a pound of protein, a quarter of a pound of 
fat, and ‘85 of a pound of carbohydrates, present 
principally in the form of wheat starch. The nutrients 
of the ration were distributed approximately as follows : 





| 
} 




















Dry Fat. Protein. | Carbohy- 

Matters. Lbs, Lbs. drates. 
bs: Lbs. 
Breda Mied elS.er sess "94 "04 ‘I4 85 
BULLET, 5-20) ae mosacas “7 aT — — 
Lora AS? Tee ae SAP Dig O04 "09 — 
1°24 °25 me "85 





The bread supplied all of the carbohydrates (heat-pro- 
ducing nutrients), 65 per cent. of the protein (muscle and 
tissue repairing nutrients), and 16 per cent. of the fat. The 
four eggs supplied the same amount of fat as the bread, and 
about 35 percent. of the protein of the ration. If the bread 
were purchased of the baker at 23d. per loaf, and the butter 
cost 10d. per lb., and the eggs 6d. per dozen, the ration 
would cost about 7d. per day. If the bread were home- 
made, and the eggs were 43d. per dozen, and the butter 8d. 
per lb., the ration would cost about 5d. per day, exclusive 
of the cost of the labour of preparing the materials. 

The whole wheat flour which was used in this experiment 
was a poor type of a whole wheat flour. It was purchased 
as a high grade flour, but had evidently been made from 
wheat which; was deficient in protein. It contained less 


; ‘protein than the seker ‘grade our and a a very 
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little more than the white patent flour. The samples” off 

flour from which the breads were made had the fallowingy 

composition : 
COMPOSITION OF FLOUR SAMPLES. 





Dry Carbohy- 
Matter. Ash. Fat. | Protein.}| drates. 
PerCent.| Per Cent. |PerCent,|PerCent.] Per Cent. 


SE EE ee SSS |e 


Patent Flour ...... 87°64 “6 1°62 12'44 73°07 
Bakers’ flour ...... gI59 "75 2°22 15'50 73°52 | 
Whole wheat flour.! 93°90 *98 2°01 12°81 77°60 





Omitting the detail of the separate experiments, it was 
found that there was practically no difference in the total 
digestibility of the bread made from the three kinds of 
flour. The digestibility of the bread, as found in each of 
the experiments, was as follows : 


DIGESTIBILITY OF BREAD. 





Bread from Bread from Bread from 
patent flour. | baker’s flour. | whole wheat | 
Per Cent. Per Cent. flour. 
Digested. Digested. Per Cent. 
Digested. 
Dry matter <.........6. 93 93 93 
Protein’ (saveccscccs.38 86 84 87 
AE, ons scyctteckiog. See 87 87 86 
Carbohydrates ...... 97 97 97 





THE FLASH POINT AND THE RIGHT HON. SIR ‘“ ROAST 
"EM ALIVE OH.” 


In spite of the terrible facts disclosed about the acts of 
the Rockefeller gang and the report of the- Select Com- 
mittee on Petroleum, the House of Commons last week 
listened without protest to the Home Secretary’s reply to 
Mr. Ascroft. 

Sir Matthew White Ridley was asked by Mr. Ascroft 
whether the Select Committee on Petroleum, having com- 
pleted their investigation and agreed to recommend the 
raising of the flash point to 100 deg., the Government, with 
a view to prevent loss of life from the sale of dangerous 
low-flash oil, would at once introduce a one-clause Bill 
raising the flash point in accordance with the committee’s 
recommendation.—The Home Secretary: It is quite im- 
possible to do this. The report of the committee is not yet 
ready, and it will take some time to consider.—-Mr. Ascroft : 
Will the Government give facilities to private members to 
introduce a Bill on the subject if it were limited to twelve 
months P—The Home Secretary : No. 

This means that the Home Secretary and the Govern- 
ment are quite content to let one British subject be roasted 
alive per day so long as Rockefeller’s gang meet the 
necessities of certain government hacks. 

After this scandal and the telephone one let us never 
have the impudence to denounce bribery and corruption in 
American politics. That one whom we have always re- 
garded as an English gentleman should play the game of 
the gang of thieves, murderers, dynamiters, astounds us, 
and if Sir Matthew White Ridley has any regard for his 
honour and wishes to act as an English gentleman should, 
he ought to at once bring in a short act to stop this murder 
by the American oil rascal’s refuse. If he does not he will 
deserve to be known to posterity as the Right Hon. ‘Roast 
"Em Alive Oh.” Mr. Ure has given him a chance to 
retrieve his crime or blunder by bringing in a bill to raise 
the ‘‘flash point.” The House of Commons will pass it 
this session and save scores of lives if Sir M. W. Ridley 
will give the billa chance. Honest men are watching 
what steps this Englisman of honour will take. 
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A GLASGOW CITY ANALYST ON WHISKY. 


Mr. PETER Fyre, Chief Sanitary Inspector of Glasgow, 
has accustomed us in his reports to expect sumething out of 
the common in special investigations. His last is upon 
whisky, upon which Mr. Fyfe publishes a report by Mr. 
Tatlock, City Analyst : 


As it has been persistently stated in certain quarters, 
more or less influential, that much of the whisky sold in 
the city was bad, and, being new or “raw,” had a most 
deleterious effect upon those who consumed it, and having 
been unable, after considerable effort, to obtain a sample 
containing these so-called injurious properties, I addressed 
a letter to Mr. R. R. Tatlock, asking certain questions for 
my guidance. The answer, which was received in due 
course, is as follows : 


I understand your questions to be summed up in the 
following query: Are there any chemical means of dis- 
tinguishing between “malt whisky” and ‘‘raw grain whisky,” 
or mixtures of the two, and of determining the relative pro- 
portions of the two when they are mixed? As in many 
similar cases, we shall at once embark on troubled waters if 
we do not see eye to eye as to what we are to understand 
by these two terms, which are commonly and very glibly 
used by a mass of people who are absolutely unprepared to 
give any definition of either the one or the other. While, 
on the one hand, a good deal of whisky is made from malt 
alone, on the other hand, no whisky is made exclusively 
from raw grain alone, but always with a certain proportion 
of malt ; and from raw grain, without malt, whisky cannot 
be made at all. In face of the fact that more raw 
grain is used than malt in this country in making whisky, 
we must be very careful not to attribute to the spirit 
made from it noxious qualities the other has not got, 
unless we are prepared to make good our assumption, 
which, I much fear, we should be quite unable to do. The 
bulk of the whisky sold in this country is made from raw 
grain—largely Indian corn—with about one-tenth of its 
weight of malt, and there is no finer whisky made. It is 
distilled in patent stills, and is remarkable for its purity and 
freedom from fusel oil. It is largely consumed as whisky 
alone, and is also much employed to mix with malt whisky, 
of which it reduces or diminishes the harsh taste, when 
that is too strong, producing a milder whisky, which seems 
to be much in demand by consumers. I do not know of 
any other ‘‘ Raw Grain Whisky” than this unmalted grain 
spirit, distilled in patent stills, and if anyone will inform 
me with regard to any other I shall feel much indebted. 

I fear the public are hopelessly heterodox with regard to 
whisky, and, before replying to your question as to chemical 


_tests, I should like to make it clear that my reply applies to 


* Malt Whisky,” that is, made from malt alone, and “ Raw 
Grain Whisky,” that is, whisky or spirit made from any 
unmalted grain, such as Indian corn or maize, with about 
one-tenth of malt added, which is essential to its produc- 
tion. My reply, then, is that there is no difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing between pot still whisky, which is the former, 


and is always made in pot stills, and patent still whisky, 


which is the latter, as it is always made in patent stills. 
There are no chemical means, however, of ascertaining their 
proportions when mixed together, although a pretty fair 
opinion can be given as to the spirit being a mixture of the 
two, if itis such. For the purposes of a prosecution under 
the Food and Drugs Act, this would be of no value, as in 
that case the proportions must be stated. 

There is no legal definition of “whisky,” and that fact 


alone would, in my opinion, preclude the possibility of 
obtaining a conviction, even in the event of its being 
proved, which a chemist is quite competent to do, that a 
certain sample purchased under the Act consisted entirely 
of pot still spirit—for example, made entirely from Indian 
corn (unmalted, of course) with only about one-tenth part 
of malt added. Millions of gallons of such spirit are sold 
in this country as whisky, wholesale and retail, and, in my 
opinion, there is no finer or more delicious, or more whole- 
some spirit made, from malt or anything else. 


I fancy the object of acquiring the information you ask 
for in your letter, as regards chemical tests, is to ascertain 
whether there is any chance of being able to deal, under 
the Act or otherwise, with an “adulteration” in the form 
‘raw grain whisky,” which is assumed to be a noxious and 
objectionable spirit, as against “malt whisky,” which is 
presumably a wholesome spirit. Unfortunately, this takes 
the whole point for granted, in which you could not get any 
support from the Inland Revenue officials, Somerset House, 
nor any others who have paid attention to the subject. It 
is all very well to assume that the so-called “raw grain ” is 
responsible for the “free fights and unholy language” 
which are the culminating point of excessive drinking in 
too many instances, but unless there is some proof forth- 
coming more than the declarations of interested topers, I 
fear little good will be accomplished. So far as I am aware, 
there is no proof whatever that this raw grain whisky is 
capable of producing any violent physiological effects any 
more than the other. I wish carefully to safeguard myself 
against its being supposed that I have any sympathy with 
this theory, which is a very popular, but a very erroneous, 
one. On the contrary, this raw grain whisky is well known 
for the absence from it of any noxious quality, and many a 
cask of it I have bought from Messrs. Mowbray and Co., of 
Cambus, and consumed, with the aid of my friends, who 
always declared that ‘‘there was not a headache in a gallon 
erate 

To be plain, I am no believer in the hypothesis that 
these undesirable results are due to the “ quality ” rather 
than the “quantity” of the spirit imbibed, and I should 
think it is but fair that those holding such views should be 
called upon to give the evidence upon which their notions 
are based, and to produce some of the whisky which they 
allege is responsible. I have paid a good deal of attention 
to the subject, but have never been able to get further with 
those who have adopted this theory than that it “must be” 
the “quality” and not the “quantity” of the whisky 
imbibed, and that they ‘‘ were told so” by the imbibers, 
who, of course, could not be expected to confess to over- 
indulgence as long as they could find a scapegoat in the 
“bad quality of the stuff,” or in the supposed evil effects of 
“raw grain whisky,” a term which, I feel certain, few of 
them could define if they were asked to do so. I have 
never been able, nor has anyone else, to obtain a sample of 
this whisky—commonly called “speel the dyke ”—although 
I have earnestly tried for many years ; yet, to judge from 
the frequency of the “ free fights ” and “ unholy language ” 
which are the consequences of excessive whisky drinking, 
the distribution of this stuff in large quantity ought to be 
very universal. 


A good many years ago I went, with a friend, on a 
Saturday afternoon and evening, to twenty of the commonest 
public-houses in the lowest parts of Glasgow, including 
High Street, Saltmarket, Cowcaddens, Broomielaw, etc., 
and under pretence of drinking, sat down in the “ boxes” 
of these shops, and called for first two gills and then other 





two gills, which we then placed in bottles and carried away. 


I made a careful analysis and examination of all the 
samples, both chemically and physiologically, but found 
nothing out of the way. Some were good and others were 
not so good, but none of them were worse than ordinary 
public-house whisky. 

At that time, also, the Inland Revenue authorities sent 
officers to Glasgow to purchase samples in a similar way, and 
with a similar object, but failed to find anything wrong, and 
reported accordingly. 

Of all the hundreds of thousands of samples of whisky 
which have been purchased under every variety of circum- 
stance during the last quarter of a century and submitted 
to the public analysts for analysis, I am not aware of one 
instance in which it has been alleged that the spirit was of 
a noxious character, such as to produce the effects 
referred to. 

Then, how do the Inland Revenue officials view the 
matter? Let us look at some of the evidence which was 
given by them a few years ago before the Committee on 
* British and Foreign Spirits.” Sir Lyon Playfair, himself 
a chemist, was chairman of that Committee. On that 
occasion, Dr. Bell, C.B., F.R.S., Principal of the Somerset 
House Laboratory, gave his opinion, based on his examina- 
tion of samples of whisky obtained in the ordinary way of 
consumers. Questioned by the chairman, he said: 


Question 911—Have you made any attempt to obtain 
public-house spirits from fairs and other places 
where people congregate together ? 


Answer—We have not obtained any from fairs or races 
because we did not know where to send for them ; 


but we obtained samples from various towns, from | 


the lowest part of these towns, where the lowest 


class of the working people would obtain their | 


supplies. 
Question 912—From England, Ireland, and Scotland ? 


Answer—From England, Ireland, and Scotland. Alto- 
gether we obtained 51 samples, and we subjected 
them to the usual qualitative test, and the results, so 
far as the purity of the spirit was concerned, were 
very satisfactory. 

In giving his evidence to the same committee, Mr. 
Samuel, chemist-principal of the Customs Laboratory, said, 
in answer to Mr. Boord: 

Question 1531—I daresay you have heard of what is 
called the maddening effect of new spirits ? 

Answer—I have heard of it and read of it. 

Question 1532—Have you any opinion as to whether 
that is a correct description of the effect produced 
by new spirits ? 

Answer—lI have no distinct opinion on the question. I 
have been rather disposed to think it was the 
quantity, not the quality, that produced that effect. 

Question 1533—That is my opinion. 
you whether you agreed with me? 

Answer—That is my opinion. 


I was going to ask 


Now, if these officials can find nothing wrong, where do 
our hopes of going one better come in ? 

A considerable number of years ago, in consequence of 
the popular belief in the Falkirk district that at the famous 
“Tryst ” a whisky was sold in booths on the ground that 
turned decent, quiet men into devils if they consumed only 
the reasonable “one small glass,” I requested the Public 
Analyst to procure for me and himself a sample of the 


question. 








spirit at any expense of oable and dant _ The task of | 
procuring it was beyond his power, however, as he failed, — 
although any “ yokel”” could have as much as he pleased of | 
it. It was said of this spirit that it had to be poured out 
every night, as it would not keep till next morning. Sub- 
_ stances that won’t keep for a day are unknown to chemists. 
Of course, I need hardly refer again to the fusel oil 


I think everyone who is acquainted with the 
evidence that has been given by competent persons before | 
the Committee on British and Foreign Spirits and the 
Committee on Food Adulteration knows that that ancient 
ghost is laid, and that the so-called “‘ had whisky ” does not 
owe its undesirable qualities to fusel oil, which has been 
proved not to diminish by age. 

To what, then, are we to attribute the reals effects of 
which we are sometimes unwilling witnesses, and to what 
are we to impute the popular theory that new whisky or 
drugged whisky is the cause of these? Well, the effects 
are due to a variety of causes, such as taking too much and 
forgetting how much was taken, to mixing drinks—that is, 
drinking whisky and beer promiscuously, to lying about 
what is or has been drunk, to drinking on an empty 
stomach, or when the constitution is physiologically in a 
low state, to personal idiosyncrasies, and to latent pugnacity. 
As for the popular theory, it is always easier to assume than 
to investigate, and anything that savours of mystery dies 
hard. 

Your letter, I think, refers to the difference in price 
between malt whisky and raw grain whisky, but I do not 
think that this is of any real importance to the whisky 
drinker. There is not necessarily any difference in price, 
as, according to evidence, malt whisky can be bought at 
about the same price as the average of raw grain spirit. 
When we consider that the price of good malt whisky, apart 
from duty, which raw grain spirit has to pay equally with 


| malt spirit, and apart from ageing, is rather less than one 


halfpenny per glass, the substitution of raw grain spirit, at, 
say, half that price, will not affect the pocket of the drinker 
much. 


Of course, there is “good whisky” and “ bad whisky,” 
as there is good and bad anything else. There is harsh 
whisky and mellow whisky, and there is new whisky—both 
malt and raw grain—and there is old whisky—both malt 
and raw grain—and there can be no doubt that the old is 
better in both cases ; and it can always be had by paying 
for it. Finally, there is nothing to hinder whisky being 
drugged, for example, with sulphuric ether, but no one ever 
heard of its being done, and it would be difficult to under- 
stand the motive for it, seeing the drug is a stronger in- 
toxicant, and scarcely less expensive. The Excise never 
heard of such a thing being done, although they are aware 
that some druggists in a certain part of Ireland have been 
in the habit of selling the ether, pure and simple, to 
customers, who used it for drinking. In this respect it is 
on the same footing as methylated spirits—as long as it is 
sold by its proper name, people may buy it and drink it, 
and no one can interfere. 

To come to the practical aspect of the question, a 
sanitary officer purchases, for the purpose of prosecution 
under the Food and Drugs Act, a sample of whisky, and 
delivers it to the analyst, who certifies that it is raw grain 
whisky, on whom does the onus lie of showing that that is 
any worse than malt whisky? I fear there would be no 
proof forthcoming. Let those who allege that it is come 
forward and state their reasons, and we shall then see 
whether their evidence would stand in a court of law. 
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ARTIFICIAL ALBUMEN. 


Boru the greatest authorities on chemistry in Austria, 
Professors Ludwig and Mauthner, of Vienna University, 
whom I interviewed on Lilienfeld’s invention of artificial 
albumen to-day (says the Datly Chronicle special corre- 
spondent), spoke very seriously about it, and in the highest 
terms of commendation of the young inventor. 

Professor Ludwig said, “There is no doubt an im- 


portant invention has been made. 
the present moment. 
Dr. Lilienfeld was nearly at the end of his demonstration. 
I have not yet got his report, nor could I inquire myself 


I cannot say more at 
I arrived at the congress just when 


into the matter. Therefore, I cannot yet give you a con- 
scientious scientific judgment. But from what I could see, 
and from my knowledge of Dr. Lilienfeld’s capacities, I 
can well believe that the matter is one of considerable 
importance. Professor Mauthner was present during the 
whole of the demonstration, and he can tell you more.” 

I proceeded to look for Professor Mauthner, and happily 
found him in his laboratory. 

Professor Mauthner informed me that ‘ similar syntheses 
have been repeatedly reported, and by Dr. Lilienfeld him- 
self, of late years. But this synthesis is quite new, and 
exceedingly interesting to every scientist. However, the 
synthesis of albumen means a thing so colossal and so over- 
whelming to science that the utmost prudence ought to be 
observed in every step towards it. I was present at Dr. 
Lilienfeld’s lecture, and witnessed the whole process of the 
synthesis. It did not occupy more than ten minutes. I 
can affirm that the synthesis shows quite correctly all the 
reactions and the percentages of composition of natural 
pepton, as this is tormed in the stomach and intestines in 
the digestion of albuminous substances. Further researches 
have yet to be made in order to establish whether this 
artificial albumen will have the same effect in the human 
body as the natural product. Dr. Lilienfeld himself men- 
tioned in his lecture that such researches are only now being 
made.” 

“Can you tell me,” I asked the learned professor, ‘‘ of 
an artificial product the composition and reactions of which 
have been proved to be identical with those of the natural 
product, and yet not producing the same effect ?” 

“Really, no,” rejoined Professor Mauthner, “but in the 
special case of pepton the question presents some difficulty. 
Its nature has not been entirely examined. It is a great 
peculiarity of pepton that it cannot be so exactly charac- 
terised as other artificial products ; its ‘constitution’ or 
grouping of atoms, a question which plays so great a part 
in chemistry, is as yet entirely unknown. Therefore, not- 
withstanding exact similarity of composition, notwithstand- 
ing similarity in reactions, the full identity of artificial 
albumen, as far as its nourishing effect is concerned, has yet 
to be proved. 

“As regards the cost of the production of artificial 
albumen,” Professor Mauthner finally remarked, ‘one 
ingredient (phenol) is very cheap ; but the second (glycocol), 
though also derived from a waste product, is yet very 
expensive. Of course, it is expensive, and will be so 
as long it is made in the laboratory. Glycocol costs at pre- 
sent £12 per kilogram. But there is no saying what 
change may come about in its manufacture. How precious 
was the aniline product of Hoffman, the English chemist, 
some thirty-four years ago; now thousands of tons of 
aniline are made. The same was the case with phenol, 
alizarine, and so many other products, which, equally costly 
in the beginning, became afterwards cheaper and cheaper 
by technical art and wholesale production.” 

Dr. Lilienfeld is a young man, being only twenty-nine 
years of age. He is an Austrian Pole, but took his degree 
at Berlin University, where he worked at the Physiological 
Institute, under Professor Du Bois Reymond, the renowned 
German physiologist, four years ago. Then Dr. Lilienfeld 
was already engaged with his synthesis, and obtaining some 
good results. He showed me Dr. Reymond’s testimonial 
on the subject, in which the learned professor says: 
‘Lilienfeld has sensibly approached the synthesis — of 
albumen. He has undoubtedly broken a path to a new 
epoch in physiological chemistry, and secured an ever- 
lasting name in that science.” But at that time the method 
of his synthesis was tedious, and the production of albumen 
was practicable only with difficulty. After nearly four years’ 
further researches, he has now arrived at an entirely new 
method. 

The process of synthesis is most simple and rapid. The 
condensation is effected in a few minutes, and of both the 
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principal ingredients condensed the hore quantity is pre- 
served. One of those ingredients, as mentioned yesterday, 
is phenol—a product of coal tar, obtained from the waste 
of gas works—and the second is ‘amydo-acetic-acid, which is 
derived from ammonia (which, like tar, is an almost worth- 
less waste product in various chemical industries), and 
monochlorine-acetic-acid. The condensing medium is 
phosphoric oxychloride (phospor oxidchlorid). 

Thus artificial albumen is obtained’ chiefly from waste 
products, and will, if manufactured on a large scale, be 
exceedingly cheap. While one kilogramme of “ pepton,” 
or albumen, is obtained from meat at a price of about £1 
sterling, artificial albumen will be gained by the synthetical 
method for three or four shillings. To replace meat, eggs, 
milk, etc., a grown-up person will require per day about 
four-pennyworth of artificial albumen, which can easily be 
blended with the vegetables, fat, and other hydrates of 
carbon, remaining still indispensable for proper nourish- 
ment. In powder form, the artificial albumen is similar to 
the natural “‘pepton.” I tasted a solution of it to-day, as 
did members of the Congress on Wednesday. ‘The solution 
is brown, and I found it even nicer to the taste than the 
albumen of raw egg. As regards its nutritious qualities, 
Dr. Lilienfeld stated that the artificial was thoroughly 
identical with the natural pepton. An elementary analysis 
of artificial albumen has shown quite the same proportions 
of carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, and nitrogen as the natural 
product contains, which means that, from the point of view 
of nutrition, the manufactured article fully replaces the 
natural product. 

Dr. Lilienfeld is likely to work his patent on a large scale, 
beginning first in Germany. 


POLICE AS FOOD INSPECTORS. 


AT a meeting of the County Council half of the Stand- 
ing Joint Committee, the Chief Constable of Leicestershire 
submitted a special report on food and drugs. He had 
noticed in the evidence given before: the Select Committee 
on the Adulteration of Food Products, some of the wit- 
nesses suggested that the Local Government Board should 
specially appoint inspectors to take samples throughout the 
country while others objected to the appointment of the 
police as inspectors, principally on the ground that they 
were too well known to traders, who were thus put on their 
guard, and whose infringements of the Acts, it was alleged, 
thus escaped detection. As the result of many years ex- 
perience in administering the Acts throughout the county of 
Leicester, he was decidedly of opinion that the police were 
particularly well adapted for enforcing the provision of these 
statutes. The special local knowledge of the police, their 
constant presence in all parts of the county, and the great 
facilities which their known appointment gave to the 
public of at once communicating cases of suspicion, 
were most material aids to a thorough administration of the 
Acts ; and the objection to the police, on the ground that 
they were too well known to be efficient, did not obtain in 
this county, owing to the simple arrangement of invariably 
employing different agents from time to time to purchase 
the samples. The mode adopted in this county was for 
Dr. Bernard Dyer, the public analyst, and himself, as chief 
constable, to consult each quarter as to the samples to be 
taken, and he instructed the inspectors accordingly. At 
varying dates in each quarter, 84 samples were thus 
collected from all parts of the county; this was a propor- 
tion of 1°67 for each 1,000 inhabitants. In addition to 
this quarterly collection, each inspector was specially in- 
structed to at once take samples in all suspicious cases 
which he might notice himself, or of which he was 
informed by any of his men or by the public, and 
from 20 to 30 of such suspected cases were thus 
annually reported, and samples taken. The county 
was divided into nine petty sessional divisions, and only 
the officers in charge were appointed inspectors. No fric- 
tion had arisen in this county, owing to the performance of 
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these duties by nes officers. ‘The average ici be of 
‘samples taken during the past five years was 332, an average - 


samples collected. The annual average of persons prose- 


quarter 427 weighing instruments, 36,315 weights, and — 














of 27 of which had annually been certified to be adulterated, — 
which gave a percentage of 8°18 on the total number of 


cuted was 15; a considerable number have also been 
cautioned where the adulteration was certified to be very 
slight. An allowance of 3s. 6d. per day is made to the 
inspectors when engaged in collecting samples, and the 
total cost of such collection amounted to about £15 per 
year. The performance of these duties by the police had 
not, in his experience, interfered with the discharge 
of their ordinary work. The Chief Constable, in his 
ordinary quarterly report, stated that during the past — 


12,236 measures, had been inspected and stamped, and 
4212 7s. 4d. received in fees. The total expense for the 
quarter amounted to £106 5s.’ One person had been 
proceeded against, and convicted, for having an unstamped ~ 
scale in his possession. Two persons had also been pro- 
ceeded against, and convicted under the Bread Acts. 
Ninety-five samples of food and drugs had been submitted 
for analysis during the quarter, and included thirty milk, 
twenty-eight butter, twenty-one American flour, nine cayenne 
pepper, and seven lard. Three sacs of milk and one 
of butter. were certified as follows, viz. : Two milks deficient 
in fat, one milk to have at least 4 per cent. of added water, 
and one butter to contain 66 per cent. of foreign fat. The 
vendors of the butter and of two milks were convicted and 
fined in a total sum of £4 18s. The vendor of the other 
milk sample was not prosecuted, owing to an informality in 
collecting the sample, which was not taken by the police. 
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WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Derby, Elizabeth Gent, landlady of the “ Sir Robert 
Peel,” Wellington Street, was summoned for selling brandy 
which was not of proper strength. _ The defendant did not 
appear, but was represented by Mr. Pinder (Briggs, Clifford, 
and Pinder).—On the 22nd ult. Inspector Wilkinson 
bought a quarter of a pint of brandy, which contained seven 
parts of added water.—Mr. Pinder explained that Mrs. 
Gent’s husband, after a long illness, died on June 15th, and 
as the defendant was very busy she allowed her daughter to 
mix the brandy. Unfortunately, she put too much water to 
the spirit, which accounted for the deficiency of strength._— 
This was her second offence, and she was fined 20s. and 
19s. costs. Amos Johnson, lately landlord of the 
“ Leviathan,” London Road, was summoned for selling 
adulterated gin. Inspector Wilkinson bought the gin, 
which contained six parts of added water.—Mr. Bendle W. 
Moore, who defended, said that on the day in question the 
defendant was leaving the house, and while engaged in a 
sale that was taking place his son put some whisky in the 
keg. He unfortunately added too much water.—Fined 20s. 
and costs. 

At Ormskirk, on August 5th, Thomas Holburt, licensee 
of the ‘Black Bear” Inn, Ormskirk, was summoned for 
having on July 6th sold a pint of rum to Police-sergeant © 
Carson which, on submission to the public analyst, was 
found to contain 5 per cent. in excess of water. Supt. 
Jervis said that under the Food and Drugs Act rum could 
be adulterated to the extent of 25 per cent. of water and 
no more. In this case the percentage of water was 30. 
The defendant said his son told him it was all right. A fine 
of ros. and costs was imposed. 





MILK. 


At Cork, Michael Crowley, farmer, Kilcronin, was 
charged under the Food and Drugs Act with having sold 
milk deficient in fat to the extent of 15 per cent. when 
compared with low quality milk. 

Sergeant Finn proved to having purchased the sample 
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from a servant of the defendant’s on June ioth. ‘He had 


: MILKMEN AND THEIR PERQUISITES. 
_ the sample divided in the usual way and sent for analysis, 


Ran Wena found deficient.az stated. At West Ham, on August 3rd, Henry Thomas Herbert, 


Bs Defendant denied that there was any tampering with the 


milk. The Bench imposed a fine of 43 and £1 costs. 

Mathew Geany, Dublin Street, was fined #1 and ros. 
costs for a similar offence. The milk in this case was found 
on analysis to be deficient 20 per cent. 

Lawrence Cotter, farmer, Boola, Whitechurch, for having 
sold milk below the standard, was fined £2 and £1 costs. 

Cornelius Murphy, Killeendaniel, farmer, was also 
_ prosecuted under the Food and Drugs Act for selling poor 
_ quality milk. The case was withdrawn, as it was proved 


_ that the farm had changed ownership. 


At Liverpool, on August 3rd, Ann Jones, 85, Richmond 

Row, was fined 5s. and 13s. costs for selling milk which had 
been deprived of part of its cream.—Kate M‘Cann, 98, 
Pitt Street, against whom were previous convictions, was 
ordered to pay £5 and costs for selling milk to which water 
had been added. 
_ Ar Grimsby, on July 28th, John Lancaster and John 
Kilvington, butchers, of Louth, were fined £20 or one 
month’s imprisonment for exposing for sale in the Central 
Market meat unfit for human consumption. 

At Folkestone George Thomas Sharp was summoned 
at the instance of the Town Clerk for selling milk deficient 
in cream. According to the analyst’s certificate the milk 
contained 20 per cent. less cream than it should have done. 
For the defence it was urged that the milk had been 
standing in a churn for some time, and, the weather being 
warm, the cream had risen to the top ; consequently, when 
a sample was drawn from the bottom, it appeared to be 
deficient in cream. The Bench, however, said they had no 
alternative but to inflict a nominal fine of ros. for an 
infringement of the Act, with £2 os. 6d.costs. James Gell 
pleaded guilty to selling milk containing only 2°37 per cent. 
of fat. He said he sold the milk just as he bought it. A 
penalty of £2 10s. 6d., including costs, was inflicted. 

At Liverpool, on July 27th, before Mr. Stewart, Jessie 
Graham, milk dealer, 70, Northumberland Terrace, was 
fined 20s. and costs for having, on June 28th, sold new 
milk which the analyst stated had been deprived of one- 
third of its cream. Samuel Airey, milk dealer, Whittle 
Street, was fined 4os. and costs in two informations for 
having, on July 5th, sold new milk which had been deprived 
of one-fourth of its cream. 

At Pontypridd, on July 29th, Elizabeth Canfield, 
Tynybedw Farm, Norton Bridge, was summoned—before 
the Stipendiary (Mr. Ignatius Williams), Dr. R. C. Hunter, 
and Alderman Richard Lewis—for selling milk which was 
deficient in butter fat.—Mr. James Phillips, solicitor, Ponty- 
pridd, defended. 

Evidence was given by Supt. Coles to the effect that on 
June 28th he purchased a pint of milk from a girl named 
Blanche Evans, who said she was selling it for Mrs. 
Canfield, Tynybedw Farm, Norton Bridge. He paid the 
girl twopence for the milk, and told her he wanted it for 
the purpose of analysis, and offered to divide it into three 
parts. The analyst’s certificate showed that the sample 
was seven per cent. deficient in butter fat. In cross- 
examination Supt. Coles said the girl told him to do as he 
liked when asked if she wanted it divided into three, and he, 
therefore, divided it into three parts. 

Mr. Phillips raised a technical objection to the wording 
of the summons, contending that the deficiency of butter 
fat should have been shown on the summons. The 
Bench, however, overruled this objection. 

Mr. Phillips then submitted that the superintendent 
had proceeded under Section 6 of the Act, which stipu- 
lated that he should, if required, divide the milk into three 
parts. In this case the girl did not request him to divide 
it into three, but the superintendent did so, instead of 
proceeding under Section 15. 

Superintendent Coles said this case was not a bad one by 
any means, and he was willing for the defendant to be 
dismissed with a caution. 

The case was dismissed, 








a milk seller, of 8, Woodstock Road, Gipsy Lane, was 
summoned by Dr. Saunders, Medical Officer of Health for 
West Ham, for selling adulterated milk. 

On the morning of July 3rd, Inspector Crocker took 
samples from a churn at a dairy company’s premises at 
Forest Gate. He took observation on the churn, and later 
on the defendant, who was in the employment of the com- 
pany, was supplied with milk from the churn. Outside the 
premises a sample was taken from Herbert’s churn, and 
when this was analysed it was found to be adulterated with 
16 per cent. of added water. The contents of the churn 
was pure milk. 

Defendant declared that someone must have played a 
trick on him, for after he came from breakfast he found ten 
quarts in his can, though he had only left eight. 

Dr. Sanders said his suggestion was that milkmen, 
having only to pay for the quantity given them, added to 
the bulk and pocketed the money so fraudulently got. 

A fine of £3 and 19s. 6d. costs was imposed. 

William Franklin, of 6, Stafford Road, East Ham was 
similarly summoned, the circumstances being of the same 
character as in the last case.—The adulteration was 11 per 
cent. and a fine of £3 and 19s. 6d. costs was imposed. 


STRENGTHENING SWEET MILK. 


BARBARA CAMPBELL, milk purveyor, 41, Hill Street, 
Anderston, was charged at Glasgow, on July 2oth, with 
having, on April 6th, sold a pennyworth of sweet milk 
which was deficient in natural fat to the extent of 25 per 
cent. She pleaded not guilty. 

Two inspectors deponed that when they asked for a 
pennyworth of sweet milk this was served to them out of 
a dish on the counter, after which the respondent added 
some cream from another dish. The respondent’s was a 
small business, and situated ina poor locality. 

The respondent’s defence was that she got the sweet 
milk at half-past six in the morning, that it was about twelve 
when the inspectors called, and as sweet milk always 
weakened through standing so long and being “ worked” 
she added the cream to strengthen it. 

His Lordship said that this was not a satisfactory 
defence, for the fact remained that the milk was deficient. 
He could understand the hardship of imposing a heavy 
fine on a woman in such a small way as this, yet he pointed 
out to her that the people in this poor district were just as 
deserving to get good milk, if they gave good money, as 
the people in any other district. The penalty would be 
42, including £1 14s. of expenses. 


A BAD CASE—£20 FINE. 


GEORGE CALDER, dairy-keeper, Lennoxtown, Campsie, 
was accused of having on June 17th, delivered to a Glasgow 
dairyman three butts of sweet milk and one butt of skim milk, 
samples of the sweet milk being found to contain 28, 15, 
and 13 per cent. of added water, and a sample of the skim 
milk to contain 17 per cent. of added water. ; 

The respondent, in pleading guilty, said it wasn’t he 
who “handled” the milk—it was his wife. He was a 
carting contractor, and looked after that department. 

Mr. Rae said the respondent had fifteen cows, which 
his wife looked after, but to plead that he had no knowledge 
of the dairy business was ridiculous. In June, 1893, he 
had been convicted under the Food and Drugs Act by 
Sheriff Birnie, and fined £44. The man who was supplied 
by the respondent had brought the case before the 
authorities. He had been receiving complaints from his 
customers as to the quality of the milk, and for his own 
protection he put the matter very properly in the hands of 
the prosecution. The case was a very serious one, and 
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the respondent had rendered himself liable in a penalty 

of £80. | 
The Sheriff said that when a man had been convicted 

and continued to evade the statute, the presumption was 


that he was defying the law. As that was respondent’s posi- 


tion an example must be made. 


The fine would be £20, 
including expenses. 


COFFEE. 


At Bristol, William Edward Pawden was summoned for 
having sold on July 13th half-a-pound of coffee which 
contained 70 per cent. of chicory. The defendant admitted 
having sold the coffee, but said he did not know it was 
adulterated. Mr. F. W. Simpson, inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, said the defendant’s wife sold him 
the coffee, for which he paid 6d.; but she did not say it 
contained any chicory. The analysis showed the article 
was a mixture of 70 per cent. of chicory and 30 per cent. of 
coffee. In reply to the defendant, the inspector said he 
did not see that the tin from which the coffee was taken 
was marked “French coffee.” Colonel Coates remarked 
that such a mixture ought to be called chicory, not coffee. 
The defendant said that he had bought the coffee of a 
wholesale firm in the usual way. He was a miner himself, 
and did not understand the grocery trade. The Bench said 
they would fine him only 5s. and costs. 


SOMERSET HOUSE AND COFFEE. 


Messrs. LisTER and TayLor, grocers, of 60, North 
Street, Wandsworth, appeared to answer an adjourned 
summons for selling coffee adulterated with ro per cent. of 
chicory. 

The Board’s analysis had been submitted to the 
Somerset House analysis, with the result that the coffee 
was declared to be genuine. 

The magistrate dismissed the summons with a guinea 
costs. 





EXCESS WATER IN BUTTER. 


At Abbdeyfeale Petty Sessions, Sergeant Kennedy, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, summoned 
several parties for selling butter containing excessive 
water. 

Complainant having produced the usual certificates, 
none of them certified the percentage over 20 per cent. 

Mr. French: We don’t convict under 20 per cent. 

Complainant said he knew that but was directed to 
summon. 

The cases were dismissed. 

Mr. D. Leahy, solicitor, represented some of the de- 
fendants. 


WHAT CONSTITUTES A WARRANTY P 


AT the Birmingham Police Court, on August 5th, before 
Messrs. Fisher and Waterhouse, Messrs. Goodwin, Foster, 
and Brown, grocers and provision dealers, having businesses 
in various parts of the district, were summoned for selling 
adulterated butter at one of their branch establishments, 
105, Stratford Road, Sparkbrook, on the roth ult. The 
butter was certified to contain 20 per cent. of foreign fat 
and o°3 per cent. of boracic acid.—Mr. Hutton appeared 
for the defence, and called evidence to prove that the butter 
was sold as it was bought from a Dutch firm. He produced 
the lid of a barrel which contained the butter in question, 
and on which was printed “ Finest Pure Butter, Guaranteed.” 
This, he contended, was sufficient guarantee.—The magis- 
trates said that this was no warrantry. The stamp could be 
placed on the barrel by anyone, and no evidence had been 
called to prove who put it there. Defendants had been 
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fined £20 and costs previously for a similar offence.—Mr, : 
Hutton explained that one of the company’s servants was — 


fined on that occasion.—Mr. Fisher: Who is responsible 


mined to protect the public, fined defendants £20 and 
costs. —Messrs. Goodwin, Foster, Brown and Co, inform us 
that they have instructed their solicitor to enter and prosecute 
an appeal against the conviction. 


MARGARINE. 


Francis Morr, provision merchant, 1, Doncaster-street, 
was charged at Glasgow, on July 29, with having, on June 
14, exposed margarine for sale without having the necessary 
labels affixed. He pleaded guilty. 

An agent on respondent’s behalf said that when the 
inspector called and asked for margarine he was served 
from a kit behind the counter that had just been opened, 
and the respondent in serving him noticed that the label 
had not been removed from the old kit. This was quite 
an innocent breach of the Act. Moreover, this. margarine 
was not “exposed.” Mr. Moir had been 37 years in 
business, and had never been in trouble before. 

The Sheriff laid it down emphatically that if the 
margarine was in the shop, whether it was seen or not, it 
was exposed for sale. He was. prepared to believe that 
this was a temporary lapse on the part of the respondent, 
but still he must conduct his business without any mistake 
of this kind. The penalty would be £5, including 
LI 9s. 10d. of expenses. 

At Kingston on August 4th, Francis Hutchins, of 
Durnford House, Hersham, was summoned for having on 
July 21st sold by retail a quantity of margarine without 
delivering the same in a paper wrapper containing the word 
‘‘ margarine.” —Mr. A. Houghton, County Council 
inspector, said that on July 21st he visited the defendant’s 
shop and purchased some butter, which on analysis was 
found to be genuine. He saw a wholesale basket labelled 
“margarine,” and asked what it contained. Being told 
margarine, he purchased $lb. It was delivered to him in 
paper containing no label, and he drew defendant’s 
attention to the omission. The reply was that the label 
had been forgotten. Defendant was asking 6d. per Ib. for 
the margarine, but it was not worth more than 3d.—Mrs, 
Hutchins said that her husband had been in business forty- 
five years and had never been summoned before.—The 
Chairman (Mr. J. F. Eastwood) said that the Bench must 
convict, and a fine of ros. would be imposed. 


DISEASED MEAT. A BAD CASE. 


At the Central Police-court, on August 5th, James 
Logan, Dewar Cottage, Avoch, Ross-shire, was charged 
with having, on July 25th, sent to Glasgow for sale for 
human food two sides of beef which were unsound and 
unfit for human consumption. He pleaded guilty, and told 
the magistrate, who was Baillie Cleland, that, as he was 
no judge of beef, he had to depend upon the judgment of 
others. He disclaimed any intention of intending to evade 
the authorities. 

Mr. George Neilson, the fiscal, said he was sorry that in 
the case of a man of such respectable appearance he should 
have to make a statement as to the gravity of the offence. 
The carcase was seized at Buchanan Street Station, as the 
result of information previously sent to the authorities. 
Subsequently it was found that the cow had died in a field. 
On Friday, July 22nd, Mr. Gilanders, sanitary inspector, 
Fortrose, received information from the sanitary inspector 
of Avoch that the carcase had been taken to a slaughter- 
house at Avoch and dressed for human food. Mr. Gilanders 
wrote to the accused, stating that it was necessary that the 
carcase should be examined, and the same night he and 
Dr. M’Kenzie, the medical officer of health, went to Avoch 
and examined the meat. Dr. M’Kenzie thereafter sent 





word to accused that if he sent away the carcase it would 
be at his own risk. 


 carcase was sent that night. 
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Notwithstanding the warning, the 
The statement of the station- 


master at Avoch was that he told Logan his beef would 
most likely be seized in Glasgow, and received the reply 


asked the Court to send him to prison. 
‘hoped his Honour would impose the highest fine that was 
in his power to inflict. ss j 


from him that he would pay all expenses. That was the 
grave case of a man sending a carcase in defiance of the 
authorities, and had he been a younger man he should have 
As it was, he 


Rev. Alexander Mann spoke as to the accused’s 
character. He was bordering on 70, he said, and from 


_ what he knew of him he was certain that he had committed 
_ the offence from ignorance and stupidity. 


Baillie Cleland said it was as bad a case as they had 
ever had in Glasgow. The sooner that the people in the 
Highlands knew that Glasgow was not going to be a free 
coup for their bad beef the better. The fine would be £20, 
with the option of three months’ imprisonment. 

. Ar Aberdeen, on August 3rd, Baillie Brown was peti- 
tioned to grant warrant for the destruction of two quarters 
of beef, weighing 21olbs., which had been seized at the 
Caledonian Goods Station by Mr. Kenneth Cameron, sani- 
tary inspector, as being unfit for human food, for which 
purpose it was intended. The meat had been consigned to 
a firm in the south by George Stevenson, flesher, Buckie, 
who was warned to appear in court, but did not attend. 
After hearing evidence, showing that the meat was un- 
doubtedly bad, the magistrate granted a warrant to have it 
destroyed, 

. At Longton, Thomas Goodwin, butcher, Anchor Road, 


. was charged with having in his possession and exposing for 


sale a quantity of meat which was unwholesome and unfit 
for human food.—It was stated that on February 5th the 
sanitary inspector seized a quantity of meat which was in 
the possession of the defendant dressed for sale, but which 
was unfit for food. Before proceedings could be taken 
against him, Goodwin went away, but gave himself up to 
the police on Tuesday night, and now pleaded guilty.— 
The Mayor said the defendant had committed a very serious 
offence. As there had been diseased meat exposed in the 
town for a long time, the magistrates must try to put a stop 
to the practice. They felt they could not do less than fine 
defendant £20, and 25s. costs. 


TINNED FOOD. 


: A LEeEps family, named Levitt, residing in Geldard 
Road, New Wortley, after eating some tinned lobster last 
week became ill, and medical assistance had to be sum- 


moned. One of the children, aged three years, died 
yesterday afternoon. ‘The others affected are expected to 
recover. 


THE COMPOSITION OF GREGORY’S POWDER. 


At Lambeth, on August 4th, Thomas Tijou, of Upper 
Kennington Lane, was summoned at the instance of the 
Lambeth Vestry .for selling a drug, viz. ‘‘ Gregory’s 
Powder,” which was not of the nature; substance, and 


quality of the article demanded by the purchaser.—Mr. W. 


J. Perrin, an inspector in the service of the Vestry, said he 
purchased some Gregory’s Powder at the defendant’s shop 


and submitted it to Dr. Muter, the public analyst, who | 


certified the constituents to be: Rhubarb and ginger, 33°4, 
official carbonate of magnesia, 66°6. The analyst added 
the following note to his certificate: “This article has been 
made with official carbonate of magnesia instead of the more 
expensive light magnesia required by the British Pharma- 
copeia. Light magnesia is magnesium oxide.”—The 
defendant’s manager said the preparation was usually made 


_ with ordinary magnesia.—Mr. Hopkins remarked that it 


was most important that drugs should be kept pure, and 
ordered the defendant to pay a penalty of 4os., and 12s. 6d. 
costs. 
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BORAX. 


THREE shopkeepers, Henry Brown, 166, Scholefield 
Street ; Ernest Chapman, 168, Scholefield Street; and 
Alice Bristol, 50, Lupin Street, were each fined 5s. and 
costs for selling borax adulterated with bicarbonate of 
soda, in the first two cases to the extent of 35 per cent., 
and in the last to 25 per cent.—-Defendants all said that 
they sold the borax as they received it from the manu- 
facturer, Mr. Josiah Austin, Excelsior Chemical Works, 
Nechells. Mr. Austin, it was stated, had sent circulars to 
his customers telling them to send back their present con- 
signments of borax, in order that he might replace them. 
He also undertook to pay the fines in the present cases.— 
Mr. Fisher: That is just what we should expect from a 
respectable firm like Austin’s, 


THE USE OF BORACIC ACID. 


A PROSECUTION of much importance to creamery com- 
panies was instituted at Chester, on July 28th, by the Town 
Council against Emma Rowe, a shopkeeper in Chester 
Market. 
cream, labelled ‘“‘ Pure fresh cream from the Wigtownshire 
Creamery Company,” which on analysis were found to 
contain twenty-three grains of boracic acid to every pint of 
cream. Mr. Smith (town clerk), who prosecuted, contended 
that under the Food and Drugs Act this cream was sold to 
the prejudice of the consumer. Mr. Churton, in defence, 
said the Creamery Company were the real defendants. A 
conviction would not only cripple a growing industry, but 
would curtail the public privileges. His clients had ‘sold 
creani of exactly the same substance, and in the same 
manner, for eleven years without complaint. The boracic 
acid was added as a preservative, and it would be as impos- 
sible to supply cream without it as sherry without alcohol. 
The company had two creameries at Stranraer, and dealt with 
7,000 gallons of milk daily. They had five vans delivering 
cream and butter in Edinburgh and Glasgow. It was used by 
all the most distinguished physicians in Edinburgh, and they 
would not do so if it was injurious to health.—Mr. Robert 
Young, a member of the Wigtownshire Creamery Company, 
said without the preservative it would be impossible to keep 
cream sweet. Boracic acid was considered the best anti- 
septic, and was almost universally used. They did not 
dispute the analysis.—Cross-examined by Mr. Smith, he 
said they did not know that the use of boracic acid had 
been prohibited in the German Army, that it had been 
found more dangerous than it was originally supposed to 
be, nor that in the present edition of the British 
Pharmacopceia the dose had been reduced by one-half.— 
Mr. Edward Davies, analyst, Liverpool, deposed that if a 
person consumed forty bottles of cream the acid would do 
him no harm. Boracic acid was tasteless, and, as far as he 
knew, not injurious.—The Bench dismissed the summons 
on the ground that it had not been proved to their satis- 
faction that the cream contained anything injurious to 
health. —Mr. Smith applied for a case on the point he had 
raised as to whether boracic acid was injurious to health_— 
Mr. Churton suggested that, as it was an important point, 
it would be better for Mr. Smith to put the case in writing. 
—The justices accepted this suggestion. 


OUR IMPORTS OF MEAT. 


In the introduction to the recently-issued “ Agricultural 
Returns” attention is called to the fact that the latest 
statistics of imported agricultural food show a further in- 
crease over those of the immediately preceding year alike in 
the groups of live animals, of dead meat, of dairy produce, 
of eggs, and of poultry. The writer says: Measured in 
aggregate value, the payments made for imports of animal 
produce in 1897 exceeded 471,500,000, which is a larger 
total than has before been recorded, the more material 
increases over 1896 bein. in round numbers nearly 


She was charged with selling three bottles of. 


‘Ag 





41,000,000 in live animals imported for food, £2,500,000 


for dead meat, and £1,800,000 for dairy produce. The 
cattle imported alive in 1897 numbered 618,000 head, and 
‘the sheep 612,000. 
aggregate an addition to 
‘year of something like 4,500,ooocwt., while the beef, 
mutton, bacon, hams, and other forms of imported meat, 


These animals represent in the 
the meat supply of the 


were over 14,700 coocwt. ‘These two classes of sea-borne 
food together exceeded by 1,650,ooocwt. the meat imports 
of 1896, and, collectively, supplied a_ ration of 


54lb. per head of the population against a foreign supply 


of 4olb. per head on the average of the five years 1891-5. 
As the home production has been nearly sustained, these 
figures suggest a further development of the meat-con- 
suming power of the population, which was the subject of 
detailed examination in the report on the returns for 1896. 
The exact quota which has been derived from the flocks 
and herds of the United Kingdom itself cannot with 
accuracy be estimated from any one year’s figures owing to 
the many causes affecting the marketing of home supplies. 
Assuming, however, the ordinary estimate which is employed 
for groups of years to hold good for the single season, it 
would seem that more meat, home and foreign, in the 
aggregate was available in 1897 than in any previous year, 
and that the growth of supplies continues to outstrip that 
of the population. ‘The conditions of the year point to the 
consumption of 131]b. by each unit of the people, as 
against an average of 122lb. per annum in the quin- 
quennium 1891-5, as much as 41 per cent. of the whole 
being the produce of other countries, and 59 per cent. 
furnished by the cattle, sheep, and swine of the United 
Kingdom itself. 

The sums paid for the sections of our imports which 
are of vegetable origin have not moved upwards with the 
same regularity as the aggregate values of the imports be- 
longing to the animal category. The values do not in 
either case represent with accuracy the movement ‘in quan- 
tities, for falling and rising prices obscure the actual posi- 
tion, and it is of interest to note that a total of nearly 
433,000,000 was paid in 1897 for less than 88,700,co0cwt. 
of wheat and flour, as against less than £ 31,000,000 in 
1896 for a weight of 99,600,coocwt. of these bread-stuffs. 
The wheat imports of 1897 were less than in any calendar 
year since 1890, and less by 33]bs. per head of the inhabi- 
tants of the United Kingdom than in the previous year, As 
to the sources of the chief imports, attention is called 
to the place held by the United States in the supply 
of cattle, two-thirds of the 618,000 head _ received 
coming from that country, while Argentine sheep were 
landed alive in 1897 in greater numbers than those from 
any other country. The dead meat imports are, as formerly, 
more than half of American origin; three-fourths of the 
fresh beef imported, and more than two-thirds of the bacon 
and hams imported being also of American production. 
The supplies from Australasia are next in magnitude, two- 
thirds of the mutton coming from this quarter. There has 
been comparatively little change in the sources of our 
butter imports, Denmark still sending upwards of 40 per 
cent. of the total, or about 67,000 tons. France sends 
about a third of this quantity, or 22,000 tons in place of 
23,000 in 1896 ; Sweden 15,000 tons as against 16,000 in 
the two previous years. Australasia and Holland have now 
slightly exceeded their former shipments, and account for 
13,000 and 13,900 tons respectively. 


CAMBERWELL VESTRY AND CONDENSED SKIM 
MILK. 


Upon the recommendation of the Sewers and Sanitary 
Committee, it was decided: (a) That the Government be 
asked to at once introduce a short Bill into Parliament to 
require that persons manufacturing or importing condensed 
milk should state in plain language on the outside of each 
tin what quantity of the milk contained in the tin it would 
be necessary to use to obtain the full benefits derivable 
from a pint of new English milk ; (6) that posters and bills 














be printed and circulated throughout the parish, and th : 


the registrars of births be asked to hand to each person on 
registering a birth a handbill containing the above informa- 
tion; (c) that the Public Health Authorities throughout 


the United Kingdom should be asked to support the action 


of this Vestry in this matter, and take similar action 


SUPPOSED IMPORTANT CHEMICAL DISCOVERY. 


Ar the third International Congress of Applied 
Chemistry, opened at Vienna on Thursday, July 28th, 





under the presidency of the Director of the Poly- — 


technical Institute, Dr. E. Buchner, professor at Tibingen, 
delivered an address on the subject of fermentation 
without yeast cells, in the course of which he described 
his method of producing fermentation by means of the 
liquor expressed from yeast. 
elaborate experiments that, contrary to Pasteur’s theory, 
living yeast cells are not necessary for the production of 
alcoholic fermentation, and consequently that fermentation 
is not a physiological process, but it is caused by the 
substance called zymose. Professor Buchner’s discovery, 


if it can be substantiated, will throw a new light on the 


theory of infectious disease, and may lead to results of the 
utmost importance. 


MILE END VESTRY ANALYST’S REPORT. 


He infers from a series of — 


THE clerk submitted the quarterly report of the analyst, 


which showed that during the quarter ending June 24th he 
had analysed 75 samples collected by the inspectors. The 
number comprised 22 samples of milk, 20 genuine, and 
2 admixed with added water to the extent of 10 and 28 per 
cent. respectively ; 19 samples of butter, 18 genuine, and 
1 consisted entirely of margarine ; 2 samples of margarine 
composed entirely of margarine; 3 samples of spirits, 1 
whisky 27 degrees under proof, 2 degrees below the mini- 
mum strength allowed by the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 
Amendment Act, 1879, 2 genuine. The remaining 


samples consisted of bread, cocoa, coffee, lard, mustard, 


flour, and pepper, and were genuine. 


HORNSEY AND ADULTERATION. 


AT a meeting of the Middlesex County Council on 
July 28th, Mr. Littler, C.B., Q.C., presiding, the General 
Purposes Committee reported that they had had under 
consideration a communication received from the Hornsey 
District Council asking that they should be informed of 
“the number of prosecutions instituted by the County 
Council under the Food and Drugs Acts in the urban 
district and parish of Hornsey for each of the last three 
years, with the results of such prosecutions.” The 
committee pointed out that it would take a_ consider- 
able time to extract the information asked for, and, 
in view of the fact that a prosecution took place, 
with very few exceptions, in all cases where the 
sample was reported upon as being adulterated, they 
did not see that any useful purpose would be served by 
supplying the information asked for. Under the circum- 
stances the committee recommended that the information 
asked for should not be supplied. The committee, how- 
ever, presented a statement which they thought would be 
of interest to the Hornsey Council, which showed that of 
the 260 samples taken in the eastern district for the quarter 
ended June 30th last, 124 were obtained in Hornsey. The 
percentage of adulterated articles worked out as follows: 
Tottenham, 9°3; Finchley, 5°8; Enfield, 4°1 ; Hornsey, 1°6. 
Samples of milk had been taken in Hornsey on four 
Sundays during the quarter, and none found to be 
adulterated. 

Mr. Wright having moved the adoption of the report, 

Mr. Cory-Wright gave notice of a motion to the effect 
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Bis at the October meeting of the County Council he 
- should move that it be referred to the General Purposes 
- Committee to consider and report as to whether it was not 


‘recommended in their report. Nevertheless,” it is added, ey 
“it will appear in Mr. Chaplin’s Bill when it sees the light.” 4 
This might almost go without saying as a new reading of 


desirable in view of the increasing population to re-arrange 
the districts with a view to securing more frequent 
inspection. 

Mr. Bailhache could not see why the information asked 
for by Hornsey could not be given. 

Mr. Wright said that to prepare such statements they 
would have to double their staff. In connection with this 
matter Mr. Wright called the attention of the Council to a 

report of a meeting of the Hornsey District Council ap- 
pearing in the Hornsey and Finsbury Park Journal, at 


_ which Dr. Fleming had made a charge against one of the 


officials of the County Council. It was a matter which 
they should not permit to pass without comment. Having 
read. the extract in question, in which Dr. Fleming said 
that he had been “driven to the conclusion that very 
many of the samples were never analysed,” the speaker 
went on to say that was a very grave charge against one in 
the position of Mr. E. J. Bevan. He thought that every 
member of the Council felt that Mr. Bevan did his duty 
thoroughly. (Hear, hear.) Besides, if they referred to the 
certificate given by the analyst they would see that a person 
like Mr. Bevan was not likely to put his name to such a 
document if it was not correct. The certificate said, ‘‘and 
have analysed, and declare the result of the analysis to be 
as follows,” and it was scarcely probable the county 
analyst would sign that without doing as he said. 

The Chairman thought there was no reason for the 
Council to make further reference to the matter, as the 
county analyst was taking the only course which was open 
to him. He was about to call on Dr. Fleming and ask 
him to either withdraw or justify his statement or else to 
stand the consequences of an action.—The report was 
adopted, and the subject dropped. 


OUR FOOD IN CASE OF WAR. 
A RoyaL COMMISSION ON THE SUBJECT CALLED For. 


In the report from the Agricultural Committee on 


stores be drawn upon except in cases of grave national 
emergency caused by actual war. 

The committee are unable to conclude from the evidence 
that has been laid before them that national wheat stores 
would have any material effect upon the interests of agri- 
culture or of the corn trade. 

They add that they are profoundJy impressed by the 


evidence given as to the immense importance of Govern- | 


ment wheat stores as an essential item of national defence, 


and they recommend “That the Government be most | 


strongly urged to obtain the appointment at the earliest 
possible date of a Royal Commission, comprising repre- 
sentatives of agriculture, the corn trade, shipping, and the 
army and navy, to conduct an exhaustive inquiry into the 
subject of the national food supply in case of war.” 


THE NEW ADULTERATION ACT. 


THE more that becomes known of the new Adulteration 
of Food Products Bill, which has been introduced by Mr. 
Chaplin, the less must it be liked, says the Letcester Post. 
According to latest accounts, it is neither more nor less than 
a new Protectionist measure for the special benefit of 
English landowners and dairy farmers. The measure, it is 
now affirmed, proposes that all butter, milk, and cheese 
imported into this country should be subjected to a severe 
test of purity. Such strong opposition was shown by the 
Select Committee to this scarcely disguised Protectionist 
movement that the provision, we are reminded, ‘‘ was not 


reactionary Chaplinese. When the Bill comes to the front, 


however, there must be a resolute effort to have the 


same “severe test of purity” applied to the home produce, 
but more especially to the weak and barren “separated” 


stuff, which is still persistently vended as pure milk, and at 


a proportionately excessive price. The state of the law 
with respect to this fraud is neither more nor less than a 
scandal. Mr. Chaplin, accordingly, should be strongly 
reminded that his excessive zeal for the purity of our milk 
supply should begin at home. When he has raised the 
Somerset House standard sufficiently high to make an end 
of this imposture—to put it down as effectively as the sale 
of sand for sugar—it will be time enough for him to try to 
“boycott ” the colonist and the foreigner—hardly till then. 
If the President of the Local Government Board had the 
courage of his notorious convictions, he would boldly pro- 
hibit the sale of foreign produce altogether, and confer a 
monopoly on his own petted and pampered class—- the 
landowners. As it is, he is not ashamed to endeavour to 
obtain the same end by a discreditable but transparent 
Protectionist manceuvre. ‘ . 


THE CONSUMPTION OF TINNED FOODS. 


A SPECIAL committee of the London Chamber of Com- 
merce has for some time past been engaged in investigating 
cases of alleged poisoning through eating tinned foods, 
with the result that it has been invariably found that such 
allegations were unfounded. In the latest case investigated 
by the Chamber of Commerce Committee it was alleged 
in the local newspapers that the-death of a young married 
woman at Tunbride Wells was due to ptomaine poison- 
ing consequent upon eating tinned salmon. ‘The 
coroner, after preliminary inquiries, decided to. com- 
municate with the Home Office, by whose orders 
the contents of the stomach were analysed by: Dr. 
Stevenson, official analyst. Dr. Stevenson’s opinion was 


_ that the cause of death was distinctly due to poisoning by 





| opened. 


} ' : _ nitre (with which the jury agreed) and could not be attri- 
National Wheat Stores, which was issued on August 8th, buted to ptomaine poisoning through eating tinned salmon. 
the committee wish it to be distinctly understood that in | 


their opinion under no circumstances should national wheat | 


In the course of his evidence Dr. Stevenson said that if, as 
had been stated, as many as 200,000,000 tins of food were 
consumed in one year the cases of poisoning were infini- 
tesimal. Dr. Stevenson also expressed the opinion that it 
was desirable to turn out the contents of a tin as soon as 
The committee have further ascertained from 
Dr. Stevenson that so far from ptomaine poisoning being 
specially identified with tinned provisions, it also arises in 
connection with fresh meats of all kinds. 

A case of poisoning, arising from what is believed to be 
the partaking of tinned salmon, occurred on August 4th in 
Arbroath. It appears that a Mrs. Christison, a railway 
signalman’s wife, and her two daughters partook of tinned 
salmon on Wednesday at ten. During the night, or early 
on Thursday morning, Mrs. Christison and her daughters 
were seized with sickness, and Dr. Laing, who was called 
in, found the symptoms to be ofa nature similar'to those 
arising from an irritant poison. The parties affected are 
progressing towards recovery. 


NEW FACTORY MEDICAL INSPECTOR. 


Mr. TENNANT asked the Home Secretary whether he 
would inform the House what the duties of the new medical 
officer of the Factory Department would be, and whether 
he would lay upon the table the instructions under which 
that officer would act ; and whether he had yet made the 
appointment. 

The Home Secretary: I settled these instructions some 
weeks ago, and shall be glad to state their effect. Briefly, 
they are as follows: The medical inspector will reside in 
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London, and his services will be available throughout the 
country whenever they are required. He. wiil conduct 
general and special inquiries into questions of health and 
safety, as the chief inspector may direct; he will exercise 
general supervision over the work of certifying surgeons, 


especially where they have duties in regard to dangerous |- 
injuries ; he will deal with the notices of lead and other | 


poisons, received under the Act of 1895 ; he will advise the 
staff generally on all medical questions connected with 
their work, and will give evidence in proceedings when 
so directed by the chief inspector, although he will not 
himself institute prosecutions unless specially directed. 
In visiting factories, workshops, and other places he 
will give special attention to all matters affecting the health 
‘and safety of the persons employed; he will supply to the 
district inspectors particulars of any irregularities, defects, 
or infringements of the Acts which he might observe, and 
also particulars. of any recommendations he may make to 
occupiers, and he will call the special attention of the 
district inspectors to cases where he considers any structural 
alterations necessary or a prosecution desirable. He will 
also visit hospitals in places where industrial diseases 
prevail, and gencrally he will act in co-operation with the 
other members of the staff, the certifying surgeons, and 
local authorities. I have appointed to the office Dr. 
Thomas Morison Legge. 


APOLLINARIS WATER. 


Tue Canadian Inland Revenue authorities recently 
instructed Mr. Thomas Macfarlane, chief analyst of the 
Inland Revenue Laboratory, to investigate the purity of 
aerated waters. 

~-One hundred and twenty-one samples were analysed, 
two of which contained lead in heavy proportions, but 
samples of Apollinaris Water, purchased in Halifax, -N.S., 
in St. John, N.B., in Quebec, and Montreal, were in every 
case found on analysis to be free from impurities of any 
kind. 

The Canadian Inland Revenue Laboratory, by its 
regular special investigations into foods and drinks, sets an 
example which shames our Somerset House hive of 
incompetence. 


BELFAST CITY COUNCIL AND THE ADULTERATION 
OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 


THE following report was received from the city 
analyst :—July 22nd, 1898.—The Town Clerk—Sir,—I 
have the honour to report that during the past quarter I 
have examined for the city 136 articles of food, etc., 
received from the inspector, viz.: 68 samples of sweetmilk, 
6 of butter, 5 of whisky, 15 of buttermilk, 8 of oatmeal, 
8 of flour, 4 of wheatmeal, 2 of coffee, 7 of ginger, 7 of 
pepper, 3 of cream of tartar, 3 of mustard. Of these 5 
samples of buttermilk, 6 of sweetmilk, and 2 of butter 
were found adulterated, and prosecutions were instituted by 
the committee. Since February 8 fines amounting to £57 
were imposed by the magistrates. 


A SANITARY INSPECTOR’S HARSHNESS. 


SHERIFF STRACHAN has given decision in an action 
against Rutherglen Commissioners by Sarah M‘Carroll or 
M‘Garrie, wife of an engine-keeper, residing at 180, Main 
Street, Rutherglen. The action was raised in Glasgow 
Sheriff Court, and pursuer claimed damages in respect of 
injuries to her health and the death of a child in utero, said 
to have been caused by forcible and violent proceedings on 
the part of the sanitary inspector*of the burgh, who, while 
she was in bed, attempted to break open the door of her 
house to serve a notice upon her with reference to the 
washing of the common stair. The sheriff has awarded 





eccentric manner, throwing the pursuer into a state of 
great excitement and alarm, and causing her a very severe 
nervous shock. se 4 4 


ISLINGTON VESTRY AND ADULTERATION. 


Mr. Mitts moved the adoption of a report from the 


Public Health Committee, in which they recommended the 
Vestry to concur in the following suggestions made by the 
Vestry of Stoke Newington: “ That it be made a provision 


of any Act amending the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 


that the vendor of any sample of milk or cream should 
have the right at any time within forty-eight hours after 
the receipt by him of a notice from any officer, inspector, 
or constable, under the Sale of Food and _ Drugs 
Act, 1875, that such sample is adulterated, to 
give notice to such officer, inspector, or constable, 
requiring that an analysis be made by the chemical officers 
at Somerset House, in which case such analysis shall be 
made accordingly, and certificates of such chemical officers 
shall be furnished to the vendor, and to such officer, 
inspector, or constable respectively ; and that unless such 
notice be given by the vendor within such time it shall 
not be competent to refer the sample to the chemical 
officer for analysis, and that in the event of a prosecution 


the expense of such analysis shall be borne in such manner. 


as the Justices may direct. 
Mr. James: Would Sunday be counted as being within 


these 48 hours ? 


- The Medical Officer: “‘I should say not ; Sunday must 
always be taken as a dies non.—The recommendation was 
agreed to, and it was determined that the Local Government 
Board should be communicated with accordingly, 


_— 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE ADULTERATION BILL. 


THE Leeds Mercury says: “The public life of Mr. 
Chaplin’s Agricultural Produce Adulteration Bill, described 
last week, lasted only five days, as it was introduced on 
July 22nd and withdrawn on the 28th. The speedy slaughter 


was presented only as a show-bill, without the slightest 
intention of proceeding with it. During the recess Mr. 
Chaplin will have time to correct the anomalies of drafting 
pointed out last week, and it is to be hoped that he will 
include cheese among the dairy products, to which alone 
the bulk of the measure relates. Again, if he is determined 
to make the Board of Agriculture the Court of Reference 
for determining standards of purity, instead of adopting the 
recommendation of the Select Committee on Food 
Adulteration in favour of establishing a court of experts, 
he may, perhaps, be brought to see the expediency of com- 
mitting all kinds of food to the jurisdiction of the Board, in- 
stead of milk and butter only ; also of giving the Board power 
to decide as to the use of preservatives in food. ‘To decide 
such points, however, the Board will need to have analysts 
and medical men occasionally associated with its members. 
In effect, there is no Board beyond the Minister of Agri- 
culture, the Agricultural Adviser, and the Legal Advisers, 
the rest of the officials being officers acting under the 
President, and these gentlemen can hardly pretend to be 
able to fix standards of purity or to decide whether various 
preservatives are or are not injurious to health, and, if not, 
in what quantities they may safely be used. In effect, there 
must be a body of experts to determine such points, whether 
associated with the Board or not. There is grave reason 
for controlling the growing use of boracic acid and more 
objectionable drugs in our daily food, as no one knows to 
what extent he is drugged every day of his life by ignorant 
purveyors of milk, butter, cream, preserved fruit, jam, tinned 


and potted meat, and various other kinds of victuals and 
drink.” 


of so young an ‘innocent ” confirms the impression that it . 
y 
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ANALYSIS.—VIMBOS LOZENGES AND FLUID BEEF. 


In response to many inquiries about Vimbos Lozenges 
and Fluid Beef, we have had more detailed investigations 
made of the actual constituents of samples purchased in 
various parts of London. Our readers will remember that 
in our issue of February 19th and March 5th we objected 
to the statement appearing on a piece of blotting paper 

















bearing an advertisement of Vimbos that the water per- 
centage was only 19°39. Anyone having a knowledge of 
the average moisture percentage of Fluid Beef would con- 
clude, as we did, that the statement was incorrect, and in 
referring to the matter we claimed, as we have ever done, 
that whenever analyses are published by manufacturers of 
food products they should be absolutely accurate. 
Although we said that “ in respect to the constituents of 
Vimbos we have nothing to complain of,” there were 
persons who regarded our comments on the discrepancies 
we pointed out as being written with intent to injure the 
sale of Vimbos. It is hardly necessary for us to say that 
our only interest and object was that of absolute accuracy 
in published analyses. We expressed no opinion as upon 
questions of palatability and odour, as we recognise that it 
is the taste of “the man in the street,” the average user, 
which decides the fate of any new food stuff. Our own 


decision from an examination of many samples is that the 
bouquet of Vimbos is a pleasant one, and as a fluid beef it 
has distinct merits. 

On further inquiry we find, as we imagined must have 
been the case, that the analysis to which we objected did 
not refer to Vimbos Fluid Beef'as ordinarily sold, but to 
the concentrated preparation. It would have been better 
had this been indicated on the blotting paper. 

An analysis of Vimbos Lozenges shows that the per- 
centage of meat fibre present makes it a useful article of food 
if we accept the concensus of scientific opinion (excepting 
that of Stutzer) that ‘meat fibre in fluid beef and lozenges has 
a real food value. In justice, therefore, to the Vimbos 
Company, we may say that we have no fault to find in any 
respect with the preparations, both being good enough to 
sell on their own merits alone. Our readers recognise we 
did not attack the quality of the preparation ; the fault we 
found was with the mistaken use of the analysis, and as 
that use has ceased the ground for our objection has been 
withdrawn. 

Under the mistaken belief that our criticisms were 
directed against the preparation itself, Vimbos, Ltd., insti- 
tuted proceedings against us for libel, and believing that 
their competitors, Bovril, Ltd., had instigated the articles, 
they joined them also in this action. Vimbos, Ltd., having 
been assured that the allegations were groundless, they have 
withdrawn the action against this journal and also against 
Bovril, Ltd. 


“THE TRUTH ABOUT ‘ARTIFICIAL’ FOOD.” 
Dr. LILLIENFELD FORESTALLED BY AN ENGLISH DOCTOR. 


Kocu, Schenk, Lillienfeld—are all the scientific dis- 
coveries of the close of the century to ‘‘be made in 
Germany ”? But where is Koch’s boasted cure for consump- 
tion? Schenk is no longer the shining light that he was, says 
the Westminster Gazette, for his recipes are not new and 
infallible. There remains the latest star in the German 
scientific sphere— Lillienfeld. But now his claim to be the 
discoverer of an artificial albumen to take the place of 
animal food is controverted by an English doctor of science. 
Dr. Pickering, of King’s College, a well-known writer on 
physiological subjects, maintains that the substance that 


Lillienfeld has succeeded in making is not albumen, the. 


manufacture of which is still a secret to be wrested from 
nature, and that he (Dr. Pickering) has advanced several 
stages nearer the production of the artificial proteid which 
is to revolutionise the food supply of the world. 

We hold no brief for the English scientist. But it is 
obviously only fair that he should be given an opportunity 
of proving his claim not only to have anticipated the 
vaunted discovery of the Viennese chemist, but also to have 
left it behind in his advance towards the artificial production 
of that mysterious substance which forms the basis of all 
living matter. We give Dr. Pickering’s story as told to one 
of our representatives who interviewed him on the subject. 
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“Tt was more by accident than design,” said Dr. 


Pickering, ‘that I entered on the investigation of the — 


possible means of producing artificial proteid. Some six 
years ago, while pursuing my work as a physiologist, I 
happened accidentally on a short communication by 


__ Professor E. Grimaux, the distinguished Parisian savant, 


which had escaped the eyes of most investigators. It was 
published, I remember, in the year 1889, and it described 


_ how the French scientist had built up artificial substances 


which gave some of the tests that had hitherto been con- 
sidered essentials of albumen. Short as the document was 
—it was not fifty lines—the idea completely fascinated me. 
I determined to devote myself to the work of discovering 
the way to manufacture albumen itself. I dreamt of wrest- 
ing from nature the secret of the mysterious proteid that is 
the essence of all living matter.” 

As he spoke the scientist seemed carried away by his 
vision. 3 

He continued after a short pause: “Working on the 
lines suggested by Professor Grimaux, I discovered six 
other substances st/7 more like albumen, and these results 
were published in pamphlet form in 1895, and laid in full 
detail before the Royal Society on December roth, 1896, 
as well as before the Academy of Sciences in Paris. My 
discoveries created some sensation at the time in scientific 
circles. But I refused to be interviewed, for I strongly 
deprecate the habit of certain scientists who boom 
immature work before the lay public. But, although my 
substances gave all the tests of albumen, they were not the 
real thing. One of these six substances was, perhaps, more 
important than the others. It had the peculiarity that, 
when digested, it gave products that ‘behaved’ in every 
respect like real peptone, which is the substance formed by 
digesting natural albumen. 

“ Now Lillienfeld’s substance, which I have reproduced, 
gives some of the tests of real peptone, but zof a//. His 
discovery is no more albumen than mine; it is, in fact, 
one stage farther from it than the substance discovered 
three years ago by myself. Lillienfeld does not seem to 


_ have noted that peptone, which is perhaps the right name 


for his-product, is only the half-way house to albumen. I 
have gone one step nearer producing a pure proteid. My 
substance only differs from albumen in being less heavy and 
less susceptible to polarised light. It even possesses the 
deadly characteristic of albumen, that when introduced into 
the living blood it kills instantly. There is no absolute test 
for albumen. Even if it were made artificially, no one could 
be sure that it was the right substance.” 

“Cannot your discovery, then, since it is so near the 
living proteid, be used for the same practical purposes ? ” 
asked our representative. 

“* My product,” answered Dr. Pickering, ‘‘ could not, I 
am afraid, be used as food, much less Lillienfeld’s. In the 
first place, the cost is absolutely prohibitive. Then no one 
would willingly eat it because it is tasteless and odourless, 
and produces a nauseating effect. I once ate an ounce, but 
was very sick. Its nutritive value is, I am convinced, not 
very great. Some mice which were fed on it for a short 
time in my laboratory grew rapidly thinner. Lillienfeld’s 
claim to have discovered the means of making albumen to 
be used as a substitute for food is, therefore, to my mind, 
entirely premature.” 

“Do you think that this artificial food substance will 
ever be discovered ?” 

“‘T should be the last to deny the possibility,” answered 
Dr. Pickering. ‘I firmly believe that we are on the eve of 
one of the greatest advances in modern science. I am 
convinced that someone, working on these lines, will one 
day solve the problem which will revolutionise the entire 
food supply of the world. When real albumen is made 
artificially and cheaply, a country like England need have 
no fear as to her food supply. No question of food in time 
of war would then affect us. The question of over- 
population and overcrowding, as far as food is concerned, 
would then have no fear for our legislators. A few large 
factories would then produce enough albumen to feed not 
only England but the world. 
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“This new food will not, like the substance which I — 










have described to you, be tasteless or odourless, for I am _ 
convinced that we shall be able to apply the chemical — 


artificial albumen. Neither our teeth nor digestion will — 


suffer by the change, for it will be possible to render the 


new food either hard or soft, and the cook of the future. 


will find ample scope for her ingenuity in devising fresh — 
dishes and new ways of cooking them. Already all the — 


essential ingredients of bread stuffs have been, or will 
shortly be, produced artificially. Sugar has been produced 
in the same way, but is as yet too expensive to be of 
practical value. I look forward to the time, though I 
cannot perhaps hope to see it myself, when the civilised 


man will no longer depend on animal food for his living, — 


and when there will be practically no limit to the food 
supply of the world.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


hei 


properties that give taste and colour to animal food to the © 


At Ashby-de-la-Zouch, William Hutchinson Cooper, — 


licensed victualler, of Measham, was summoned for selling . 


brandy containing 41 per cent. of water to Superintendent 
W. F. Holloway, at Measham, on July r1th.—Mr. Jesson 
appeared for the defendant, and pléaded guilty on his 
behalf.—P.C, Randon stated that the defendant kept the 
“Swan” Inn. He, by direction of Superintendent Holloway, 
purchased a pint of brandy from the defendant, and paid 
him 4s. Near the door he met Superintendent Holloway, 
to whom he handed the brandy.—Superintendent Holloway 
deposed that he gave P.C. Randon directions to make the 
purchase, after which he told the defendant the purpose for 
which he had made the purchase. He divided the brandy 
into three parts, one of which he sent to Dr. Dyer, the 
analyst, who certified that the brandy was 41 under proof, 
or 16 degrees below the legal standard.— Mr. Jesson 
attributed the adulteration to a mistake when defendant was 
confined to his bed. His wife reduced it after the defendant 
had already done so. Defendant was sorry, and he (Mr. 
Jesson) thought that justice would be met by the infliction 
of a nominal fine-—The chairman asked Mr. Holloway 
whether he had any particular object in visiting defendant’s 
house ?>—Superintendent Holloway said that he had instruc- 
tions from the chief constable, and used his own discretion 
as to where he went. He had not been to Measham before, 
nor had he received complaints as to the defendant.— Fined 
tos. 6d. and ras. costs, distress, or seven days. 

THOMAS JEFFERY, of the “ Anchor” Inn, was at the 
Sessions at Bideford fined ros. and costs for selling diluted 
brandy. Superintendent Buchanan said he bought half a 
pint of brandy at defendant’s inn and submitted it to the 
public analyst, whose certificate stated it to contain 333 per 
cent. of water. Defendant stated that it was not within his 
knowledge that the brandy was diluted. 

Ar Stony Stratford, on August 12th, Mary Lane, of 
Hartwell, was summoned at the last Petty Sessions for sell- 
ing adulterated gin and whisky, and the case was adjourned 
for decision. In the meantime the Clerk has taken up the 
cases quoted, and bearing in mind that a notice was affixed 
in the bar to the effect that all spirits were sold as diluted, 
and decisions given in similar cases, the charge was 
dismissed. 


MILK. 


At Torquay, with regard to the case of the alleged 
dilution of milk by the Devonshire Dairies Company, the 
Chairman announced that a letter had been received from 
the Somerset House authorities asking that any certificate 
of analysis sworn to during the hearing of the case might be 
sent to them. The only certificate sworn to other than that 
of the County Analyst’s was Mr. Quant’s, and that the Bench 
proposed to forward. 

Mr. F. J. Carter, who appeared for the dairy company, 
said Mr. Quant swore to the certificate sent by Dr. J. Muter, 
of the South London Laboratory. 
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py The Chairman—That certificate was never before us. I 
did not see it. $i 

= Mr. Carter—The Somerset House authorities ask for 
_ such other particulars as might be necessary to facilitate 
and assist them in their examination of the sample of milk 
_ Therefore I would suggest that the contract signed by the 
farmer who supplied the milk and guaranteed it pure should 
be sent. : 

The Chairman—It is a question of one or two 
certificates. ae 
_ Mr. Carter—Dr. Muter’s certificate was sworn to. 

Mr. Ainslie—Excuse me, it was not’ sworn to. We 
_ shall send Mr. Quant’s certificate. “ 

Mr. Carter—And no other information ? 

The Chairman—None whatever. 

Mr. Carter—Very well ; we shall await the result with 
some interest. 

The Chairman—I dare say you will. 

FREDERICK Hayes, a milk dealer, of 24, High Street, 
Plaistow, was summoned at the West Ham Court, on 
August roth, for selling milk which upon analysis was said 
to contain 6 per cent. of added water. 

A pint of milk was bought by a sanitary inspector from 
a milk carrier, and defendant had given notice of adopting 
a guarantee of pureness as a defence. 

Mr. F. Stern, for Hayes, produced an agreement made 
with Mr. Frederick Salter, of Blunds Wall, Great Burstead, 
Essex. One of the clauses set forth that the milk delivered 
under the contract should be perfectly pure and with all its 
cream. 

Witnesses were then called, tracing the milk from which 
_ this particular sample was taken from the cow to the de- 

fendant’s premises. Three churns were sent on June 22nd, 
one of which bore a label setting forth that they contained 
“pure milk.” Each person through whose hands the milk 
passed declared he did not interfere with it, and‘an employé 
said he sold it as he took it from the churn. 

Mr. Gillespie: It seems strange how the cow should 
give so much water with this particular consignment. 

Mr. Stern: Perhaps it had had wet grass. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Gillespie said he thought the defence was proved, 
and dismissed the case, allowing defendant £1 19s. 6d. 
costs. 

AT Kingston, Richard Thirlby, Berrylands Dairy, Ewell 

Road, Surbiton Hill, was summoned for unlawfully selling 
as new, milk from which had been extracted 16 per cent. of 
the cream.—Arthur Watson, 10, South Place, Surbiton 
Hill, was summoned with respect to the same offence.—Mr. 
B. J. Marsh defended.—Mr. A. R. Houghton deposed to 
buying the pint of new milk from the defendant Watson, 
who was in charge of a barrow belonging to Mr. Thirlby. 
Witness paid 3d. for it, and it had been analysed in the 
ordinary way. It was found to have had 16 per cent. of 
the cream abstracted.—In cross-examination witness said he 
had taken samples of Mr. Thirlby’s milk before and had found 
them genuine. If a lad had skimmed the cream and 
helped himself that would account for the difference.—Mr. 
Marsh said that a lad had been caught helping himself to 
the cream from the milk which was to have been sent out. 
This lad had been dismissed.—-The defendant was called 
and said he had been in Surbiton for very many years and 
had been complimented upon the efficiency of his service 
and the quality of his milk. One of his employés had been 
caught taking the cream off his milk very lately and had 
been dismissed. _ Until now, the defendant said he had been 
the only dairyman in Surbiton who had not been summoned. 
Witness kept a separator on his premises for use when he 
made butter. The defendant’s man, Watson, corroborated 
the evidence of his master.—The Bench came to the con- 
clusion that there was no intention to abstract the cream 
and that the instance was the result of an accident. ‘The 
summons would be dismissed on payment of the costs of 
‘the analyst’s fee. 

AT Lichfield, on Aug. 10th, Ann Wesley, milkseller, 
Ironstone Road, Chase Terrace, was charged at the instance 
of Mr. Harold Van Tromp, inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Acts, with having sold milk in Princess Street, 











Chase Terrace, on July oth, from which 1o per cent. of 


fat had been abstracted and 5 per cent. of water added. 


The defendant said she sold the milk as it was delivered to 
her that morning. In answer to Col. Wilkinson, Mr. Van 
Tromp said milk varied in quality, but in this case there 


was no doubt the cream had been abstracted. A previous — 


conviction being recorded against the defendant, a fine of 
10s. and costs was imposed. Thomas Dewsbury, milk- 
seller, Eastgate Street, Chase Terrace, was charged with 
a like offence on the same date. The analysis showed that 
II per cent. of’ natural fat had been abstracted. The 
defendant was fined 5s. and costs. 

At Worship Street, London, on August 15th, David 
Jones, milk seller, of Union Street, Kingsland Road, was 
summoned for selling milk to which water had been added. 
The prosecution was instituted by the sanitary authority of 
Shoreditch Vestry, and for the defence Mr. Maynard said 
his client could only plead guilty. The explanation he 
had to offer was, he thought, reasonable—that the milk was 
iced. It was done partly in the interest of the vendor, but 
also for the benefit of the puble, which wanted its milk cool 
as well as sweet. No doubt the icing led to some addition 
of water but the benefit was unquestionable these hot 
days.—Mr. Titterton (chief clerk): The summons refers 
to July roth, and that was rather a cold time. The prosecu- 
tion said the defendant had been many times fined for 
adulterated milk, and had paid the full penalty of £20. 
Mr. Corser thought the defence ingenious but unsatisfactory, 
and ordered the defendant to pay again £20, and 12s, 6d. 
costs. 


BUTTER. 


THomMAS BELCHER was summoned last week by the 
Newington Vestry for selling butter not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser. A 
sample of 1s. butter purchased at the defendant’s shop was 
found, upon analysis, to contain go per cent. of margarine. 
The defendant, a small shopkeeper, was fined 40s. and 
costs by the Lambeth Police Court magistrate on Friday. 


DISEASED MEAT. 


At the Cheltenham Police Court, on August 13th, 
Francis Howard Aucott, butcher, of 142, High Street, 
Cheltenham, was summoned by the Town Clerk (Mr. E. T. 
Bridges) for depositing in or on the premises, 86, High 
Street, for the purpose of sale, or preparation for sale, and 
intended for human food, two calves’ heads and three boxes 
containing respectively five pieces of beef and seven pieces 
of mutton, fifteen pieces of beef and twelve pieces of beef, 
which appeared to the Medical Officer of Health to be unfit 
for food, and were accordingly seized on July 23rd last and 
condemned by a magistrate... He was further summoned 
for exposing for sale on July 23rd, and intended for human 
food, eleven pieces of mutton, thirty-four pieces of beef, two 
strings of sausages, and some scrap meat, which appeared 
to the Medical Officer of Health to be diseased.—Mr. 
E. T. Bridges prosecuted, and said the offence was very 
serious, seeing that a case of death from consumption of 
diseased meat had recently occurred, and he recollected 
that at the coroner’s inquest it was stated that the meat 
which caused death was purchased from the defendant’s 
shop.—Defendant emphatically denied the offence.—Dr. 
Garrett (medical officer of health) gave evidence, stating 
that the pieces of meat were in such a putrid state as to be 
totally unfit for the food of man. The meat had been 
frozen, but had thawed, and it contained ptomaines, which 
were, of course, very dangerous to any person eating the 
meat.—The Town Clerk mentioned that the defendant was 
liable to fines amounting to £840; but he did not wish 
“to pile on the agony.”—The Chairman (Mr. O. J. 
Williams) said. this was the most serious offence a trades- 
man was capable of; in fact, it was a serious crime to 
expose for sale meat which might cause the death of 
innocent people in the town. Looking at it in that light, 
they could not do less than inflict an exemplary punishment. 
Defendant would be fined £15, with gs. costs ; in default 








two months’ hard labour.—Mr. Bridges was allowed to 


withdraw the second charge, in the hope that the punish- 
_ment inflicted would be a lesson to Mr. Aucott and others. 
—The Bench concurred in this hope. 


THE SEIZURE OF CANADIAN BACON. 
£1,200 WoRTH TO BE DESTROYED, 

Ar Southwark Police-court, on August 13th, Inspector 
Ashdown, of St. Olave’s reported to the clerk the result of 
a second application which he had made to Mr. Paul 
Taylor with regard to the disposal of 22 tons of unsound 


bacon, lying at Cotton’s Wharf, and consigned to a London ~ 


firm of provision merchants ex Mi/waukee from Montreal. 
Mr. Paul Taylor was sitting at Southwark on Wednesday, 
when the first application for an order to destroy the bacon 
was made by the inspector. Evidence was then given by 
the acting medical officer that he had examined various 
samples of the thousand flitches comprised in the consign- 
ment, and that most of them were “wet, green, putrid, 
stinking, and wholly unfit for human food,” but that a 
smaller portion might not be so bad. ‘The consignees 
suggested sending the whole lot to be smoked in Messrs. 
Leftwich’s smoke-house at James Street, Lambeth Walk, 
with a view of separating the good from the bad bacon. 
The magistrate, who had personally inspected the bacon at 
the wharf, agreed to the suggestion, on an undertaking by 
the consignees not to put any of the stuff upon the market 
which was not passed by the doctor. 

It was not explained how the smoking process would 
improve the condition of the commodity, but it was 
obviously adapted (our police-court reporter writes) to con- 
ceal a slight taint. The taint, however, proved to be too 
strong for any process of concealment, and, upon the first 
two van loads of the bacon being delivered on Thursday at 
the smoke-house, the proprietors of that establishment re- 
fused to have anything to do with it, and sent it back to 
the wharf. The wharfingers next refused to re-warehouse 
the bacon from the vans, and this was duly reported to 
Mr. Paul Taylor at Greenwich as a matter of emergency. 
He directed a further examination by Dr. Stevenson, the 
Government analyst, who certified that the whole of the 
bacon was bad. Mr. Paul Taylor accordingly granted the 
second application of the inspector, and ordered the whole 
consignment, valued at £1,200, to be destroyed. It will, 
perhaps, fetch #100 at a soap boiler’s. 


CHEESE. 

Mr. JOHN CHISHOLM, sanitary inspector for the Burgh 
of Peterhead, on August 11th made a very extensive seizure 
of cheese at Peterhead, which was unfit for human food. 
The consignment, which came from Aberdeen on Wednes- 
day by one of the local trading vessels, consisted of 127 
cases, or 1,270 lbs. of cheese, and was intended to be sold 
in Peterhead. The cheese, which was in an advanced 
stage of decomposition, was destroyed, with consent, in the 
course of the day. 





_ for the purpose of sale at 134, Lever Street, St. Luke’s, a 





from diarrhoea, which was most probably set up by ptomaine — 


_ that all had partaken of veal pies. 
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A DISGUSTING SAUSAGE CASE. 

At Clerkenwell, on August 9th, Henry Albenhausen, — 
pork butcher and sausage maker, was summoned by Sani-_ 
tary Inspector Martin, of St. Luke’s Vestry, for depositing — 








quantity of meat which was unsound and unfit for the food — 
of man.—On Monday, July 18th, Inspector Martin and- 
another inspector visited the defendant’s premises, and 
found on the counter twenty-two tops of ribs of beef which | 
were stinking in a bath. At the back of the shop he found 
eleven pieces of pork and fifteen pieces of beef in brine, — 
which were putrid ; on a shelf at the back of the sausage- — 
machine there were two legs and a piece of pork, which © 
were decomposed ; and near the boiler were three pieces of — 
sour boiled corned beef.—Dr. Yarrow, medical officer of 
health, said all the meat was unwholesome, and unfit for — 
human consumption.—For the defence it was said that the 
meat in the bath was there on purpose for removal as 
refuse ; the corned beef was also put on one side. The 
two hands and flank of pork had turned since Saturday, — 
and so had the twenty-two ribs of beef.—Mr. Bros im- — 
posed a penalty of £50. 

It is a pity this sausage maker was not sent to prison — 
without the option of a fine. 


POISONING BY VEAL PIES. 

Mr. MOoLreswortH, Coroner, resumed his inquiry at 
Chadderton, on August 13th, into the cause of the deaths of 
William Shaw, 45, labourer, Elizabeth Maconnell, 23, and — 
Sarah Ann Taylor, 21, winder. 

Dr. Hodgson, who said he made a post-mortem exam- 
ination on the body of Shaw, found that death had resulted — 





poisoning. . 3 

Dr. P. Bowes stated that he had attended twenty-two 
cases of illness, excluding three which had terminated fatally. 
The symptoms were all the same, and he had ascertained 
He attributed the © 
illnesses to veal pies; but, having regard to all the circum- — 
stances, he thought the confectioner, Mr. Baker, was free — 
from blame. . 

Police Sergeant Marsden deposed to making inquiries in 
thirty-seven cases. Inall but one veal pies from Mr. Baker’s — 
shop had been eaten; in the other case the patient had eaten 
a meat pie. 

The butchers Bardsley and Lees were called to prove — 
that a perfectly proper price had been paid for the veal and 
pigs’ feet used in the manufacture of the pies, Lees stating — 
that he received 8d. a lb. for the veal, which was boned. 

The Coroner tendered his and the jury’s sympathy to 
the relatives of the deceased, remarking that it had been a ~ 
disastrous and calamitous affair from beginning to end. 
Unfortunately they found that the medical evidence was 
largely of a negative character, and he did not propose to 
offer to the jury his opinion of the case, the decision on 
the evidence being the proper duty of the jury. The 





This word is registered and used as 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality 
Articles only, and has become 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa 
made in England on the popu- 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing, 

Packets, 6d., Tins, + 1b. 8&d., 


a ID. 1/4, 1 1b 2/8, 








“M 








. CHOCOLATE Ec? Re 
ADE_IN ENCLAND 


‘*“KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 
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In Faney Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d. 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked ‘‘KUR- 
RUWA,” and if you cannot obtain 
them, write direct to the “‘KURRUWA” 
Association, 5, George Street, Tower 
Hil, London, B.C. 
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questions for the jury were—(1) Was death due to diarrhoea 
(2) Was the diarrhcea set up by the veal pies? (3) Was 
anyone to blame for the setting up of the same? 

_- After a long deliberation in private the jury anhounced 
that they found that death had taken place from, diarrhcea 
set up by the veal pies, which had been ‘overkept.. Under 
the special circumstances of the case they attributed no 
blame to anyone, but they wished to say that in future all 
meat pies during the hot weather should be baked and sold 
fresh daily—The Coroner said he thoroughly agreed with 
the verdict, and he was glad the jury attributed no blame, 

but he expected that that case would be a warning. | 





- DRUGS. 


At Abergele Petty- Sessions, ‘Thomas Williams, baker 
and grocer, Pensarn, was summoned for selling tincture of 
rhubarb and sweet spirits of nitre which were not of the 
nature and substance demanded. 

Superintendent Jones prosecuted, 
defended. peberiipn testy 

The sale was admitted, and it was proved by the 
analyst’s certificate that the tincture of rhubarb contained 
only three-quarters of the amount of alcohol ordered by the 
British Pharmacopceia, while the sweet spirits of nitre 
contained only one-sixth of the active principle necessary. 

Mr. Crabbe stated that there was no chemist in Pensarn, 
and Mr. Williams kept the drugs for the convenience of 
residents. He was assured by Messrs. Bell and Son, from 
whom he purchased the tincture of rhubarb, that it complied 
with the Act of Parliament, and that the letters “BP” 
appeared on the label of the bottle. It was now found that 
‘the tincture of rhubarb was a mixture, and it was invoiced 
to defendant as “compound tincture of rhubarb.” With 
regard to the sweet spirits of nitre, defendant should have 
kept it in a small bottle, as it evaporated so rapidly on being 
uncorked. Unfortunately, defendant had no remedy against 
the wholesale dealers, but he would undertake to destroy all 
that was left of the drugs. 

Two of the magistrates said they considered it hard on 
‘defendant, who was obliging the residents of Pensarn, and 
from what they knew of Mr. Williams they were sure that 
he would not knowingly deceive the public. 

A fine of 6d. and 18s. 6d. costs in each case was 
imposed. 


and Mr. Crabbe 


TINNED SALMON POISONING. 


FRoM time to time alarming reports are circulated of 
persons being poisoned by partaking of tinned meats. <A 
case of the kind seems to have taken place in Arbroath 
last week, whereby several members of a family named 
Christison, living in St. Vigeans Road, were rendered 
* seriously ill. The cause of the illness is alleged to have 
‘been the eating of tinned salmon. The facts of the case 
-as stated by Mrs. Christison to an Arbroath _ Herald re- 
presentative are these: On Wednesday afternoon her 
husband’s mother, who resides near by, had got a tin of 
salmon from Edinburgh which she opened and tasted, but 
not liking it gave it to her. At the tea hour Mrs. Christison, 
junior, partook of a small piece, and so did her husband 
and three of the children. During the night those who had 
partaken of the salmon became seriously ill, while 
the other members of the family who had not eaten of 
it remained in their usual health. Dr. Laing was called, 
and stated the symptoms were those of poisoning, and, on 
examining the portion that was left of the food, stated it 
was fortunate they had not partaken freely of it. By 
yesterday the young folks had completely recovered, but 
although Mrs. Christison was able to be out of bed, and 
her husband, Mr. John D. Christison, a railway signalman, 
was able to go to work, they were still suffering from the 
effects of the poisoning. As the allowing of tinned meat 
to remain in the tin after the tin is opened has a very 
deleterious effect on the meat, the Hera/d representative 
inquired if it was the case that the tin had been sitting open 
several days previously, and Mrs. Christison answered that 
the],tin was opened on the day that the contents were 
partaken_of. 


‘meat. 
who resided at 158, North Lonsdale Road, and enjoyed his 
_ usual health until Tuesday last, when he, with his wife and 








TINNED MEAT. 


THE police report a somewhat sudden death from South 
Ulverston, under circumstances which, according to the 
medical opinion, points to poisoning through eating tinned 
The victim is James Gardner (46), an ironworker, 


four children, partook of a small quantity of corned beef 
for tea. He went to work that night, feeling not quite 
right, but expected to work off the effects. On Wednesday 
morning at 6 a.m., when he returned from work, he com- 
plained of feeling cold, with cramp in the legs and pain in 
the bowels. At 12.30 that day Dr. Fox T. Jackson was 
called in, but his efforts were in vain, and death ensued at 
4.20 on Thursday morning.. Dr. Jackson has given a 
certificate stating the cause of death to be ‘ Ptomanic 
poisoning, caused, in my opinion, by eating some irritant 
food.” These facts were reported to the coroner, who 
decided not to hold an inquest. 


NUTRITIVE VALUE OF MUSHROOMS. 


SINCE the publication of the report of the commission 
appointed by the American Physiological Society to inves- 
tigate the food value of mushrooms,-the inquiry has been 
raised : “If the long-prevailing idea that mushrooms are 
rich in available proteid is a myth, why has not this fact 
been determined before?” This question might seem 
very pertinent, for there are among mycologists both 
chemists and physiologists ; but, as a matter of fact, the 
limited food value of mushrooms has long been known to 
dietetists, and the results of the investigation by the 
recently-appointed commission of the Physiological Society 
are not contrary to facts long ago determined by individual 
investigators. 

Nearly three-quarters of a century ago Dr. Kitchener, in 
his Cook’s Oracle, wrote: “‘We do not believe that mush- 
rooms are nutritious.” ‘This observer was frequently called 
“eccentric” because his views often differed from those 
held by the masses; nevertheless, in many things his 
teachings were subsequently accepted by the majority. Dr. 
Jonathan Pereira in his ‘ Treatise on Food and Diet,” 
published in 1843, says: “The supposed alimentary 
principle of mushrooms is fumguz, to which must in some 
cases be added mannite. But it appears to me by no 
means clearly made out that these vegetables possess much 
nutritive power. They are certainly difficult of digestion, 
and on certain constitutions act very injuriously. Invalids, 
dyspeptics, and others with delicate stomachs will act 
prudently in avoiding the use of this doubtful. order of 
foods.” : ; 

After both chemical analysis and experimental study of 
mushrooms, Dr. Stromer, of Vienna, in the early part of 
1887, published the following results of his investigation 
of these fungi: ‘‘(1) Mushrooms possess small nutritive 
value, their heavy charge of water reducing to very little 
their quantity of nutrient substances. (2) The vegetable 
albumen which they contain is difficult of digestion. (3) 
Mushrooms approximate in nutritive value to ordinary 
vegetables, particularly to cabbage, and being cheap and 
easily procurable, deserve, Arvo ¢anfo, the attention of the 
poor.” 

Our own investigation of mushrooms led us, years ago, 
to question the nutritive values generally accorded them, 
and to place them in the category of relishes and side-dishes ; 
while a consideration of the fact that in many respects they 
partake of the properties of the decaying vegetation out of 
which they arise, often growing within a rank atmosphere, 
without the purifying influence of the sun’s rays ; becoming, 
early in their life history, infected with those coleopterous 
insects which live in and upon dead and putrefying sub- 
stances—the carrion beetles—a consideration of these facts 
led us to speculate upon their wholesomeness, and tended 
to rob them, for our own use, of delicacy of flayour.— 
Dietetic and Hygienic Gazette. 
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ILLUMINATING GAS FROM SEWAGE SLUDGE. — 


Ar the recent annual conference of the Association of 
Municipal and County Engineers in Edinburgh, Mr. 
Cameron read a paper on the above subject. 

As bearing somewhat indirectly upon it, permit me to 

‘state that I made some experiments with sludge from the 
Corporation sewage works of this town some twelve months 
since, with a view to ascertaining whether there were suffi- 
cient gases existing in the sludge to make it worth while 
carbonising. I had a whole week’s test, the result of which 
was as follows : 

Summary of Tests. 


Gas made Illuminating 





Date Moisture, 
er ton, power, - 
1897. ee feet. candles: Denes 

June 11 3680 Suan oF eh: II oe 63 
any 3680 ser AY. 12 Ber 40 
”» 3920 oes eee 15 act 40 
aid ‘es 16°I oe 35 
” ” 
ae ee 16:3 ay a 
n> S440 | 1674 oe 27 
Pe, 5600 | 
‘ : 3840 { 26°1 re8 27 
” ” 6320 | : 
ar 439 6560 { i+ 7 ae 27 
ae tA ys 7200 } ‘ 
. i i aoa a a 76 sen 25 
Sear: rity 8-4 os 25 
” ” 5680 l 7 
” ” 5120 { 8:2 eee 25 
Average 5440 12°92 33 


It will be apparent that as only 5440 cubic feet of gas 
of an illuminating power of 12°92 candles was obtainable 
per ton, on an average, it was not economical to do anything 
with the refuse, with the present prices of coal; but in 
cases of emergency it would be worth further consideration. 
The average moisture in the material was 33 per cent., and 
there was the further serious objection that the sludge 
contained large quantities of minute organisms. 

It occurs to me that these tests may have some slight 
‘interest, although upon different lines from those indicated 
in Edinburgh. Needless to add, such treatment of sludge 
is a perfect destructor.—Yours faithfully, 

Epwarp A. HARMAN. 
Corporation Gasworks, Huddersfield, July 25th. 


SODIUM FLUORID AS A FOOD PRESERVATIVE 


SODIUM FLUORID is a white crystalline solid, slightly 
soluble in water, and nearly insoluble in alcohol. ‘The first 
investigations as to its value as an antiseptic process were 
reported about twelve years ago by Thompson ; later, 
Arthus studied its action on various ferments and stated 
that the butyric-acid ferment (microbe) was completely 
restrained in a solution containing o*4 per cent. of sodium 
fluorid. Further experiments showed that in somewhat 
smaller amount (0°3 per cent.) it will restrain the formation 
of both lactic and butyric acid, and that milk treated with 
this proportion will keep indefinitely. 

Of course, the question at once arises as to the effect of 
the antiseptic on the health of those who use it in small 
doses frequently, as would be the case if it were used asa 
food preservative. Two methods of investigation are 
usually followed ; experiments on animals and on digestive 
ferments, the latter to determine whether any interference 
with digestion is occasioned. Neither of these methods is 
wholly satisfactory. Experiments on human beings under 
the actually existing conditions are rarely carried out, but 
now and then some enthusiastic worker experiments on 
himself. Such has been the case with a French observer, 
Perret, who records his results in a recent number of Zhe 
Annals of Public Hygiene and Legal Medicine. Perret ate 
daily, for three weeks, butter preserved in a 
solution of sodium fluorid (0°3 per cent.), using it 
in the regular way, both at the table and in 




















cooking. It had no unusual taste, and he was not sensi 
of any unfavourable influence, digestive or otherwise. He 
gives as his opinion that sodium fluorid is preferable to 
salt. It may be worth while mentioning that the same view — 
has been advanced with regard to boric acid, which is now — 
being much used as a butter preservative. . a 

Perret’s conclusions are as follows : a 

Sodium fluorid is not actively toxic even when a 
saturated solution is taken into the stomach. - ee 

It is not toxic when given subcutaneously in doses — 
not over one-ten-thousandth of the weight of the animal. — 

A solution of 0°3 per cent. will arrest the development — 
of all the microbes which cause the rancidity of butter. 4 

Butter preserved by this solution can be entirely treed 
from the sodium fluorid by careful washing in a stream of 
water. a 

From this it would appear that the article should be — 
permitted as a food preservative. 

Concerning the action of sodium fluorid upon the 
ordinary digestive agents we may allude to some of our 
own investigations undertaken at the request of the Pennsyl- 
vania Department of Agriculture. 

A starch solution containing ten grams of arrow-root 
starch in one litre of water was used, and portions of fifty — 
cubic centimetres taken for each experiment. Diastase, 
taka-diastase, papaw ferment, and pancreatic extract were 
used, and small amounts of sodium fluorid added to the 

4 
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liquid. The experiments showed that considerable amounts 
of sodium fluorid do not interfere with the action of 
diastase, taka-diastase, nor papaw ferment, but that pan- 
creatic extract is very sensitive to it. Ten milligrams of 
sodium fluorid to fifty cubic centimetres of the starch 
solution prevented the digestive action of a quantity of 
pancreatic extract that, in the absence of the antiseptic, 
would have rapidly converted the whole of the starch into 
sugar and dextrin. 

It is obvious that the French observer may be too 
confident. If salt is to be abandoned as a preservative of 
butter, we prefer boric acid to any fluorid. A serious 
objection to boric acid, borax, and sodium fluorid in food 
is the fact that they are all mineral substances, and we 
cannot be sure of their prompt elimination from the system. 
The organic salts, such as sodium benzoate, are quickly 
oxidised into harmless bodies, and common salt is promptly 
excreted as such.—Dvetetic and Hygienic Gazette. 


COLD STORAGE OF FRUIT. 


For several years the Armour Packing Company, of 
Kansas City, U.S.A., has been storing game and poultry in 
their freezing rooms for the commission men of Kansas 
City and tributary points. In these freezing rooms the 
temperature is kept at from 15 to 18 degrees above zero. 
Three years ago this field of operation was extended by 
making some experiments with fruits and vegetables in 
rooms where the temperature was kept at 33 degrees above 
zero the year round. 

Apples have been stored for many years, but novelties 
in the business have been rapidly added of late, and almost 
without exception have become staples in this trade, for the 
success has been uniform. In the great tiers of barrels 
and boxes in these storerooms are apples, peaches, pears, 
plums, quinces, apricots, grapes, oranges, lemons, celery, 
tomatoes, cabbage, onions, carrots, horseradish, beets, 
parsnips, and next year it is intended to arrange a special 
room for pineapples and bananas, and to add cucumbers, 
cauliflowers, and lettuce to the vegetable supply. 

Many of these things, such as peaches, have been kept 
successfully to any extent in cold storage before, and every- 
thing now in the coolers looks as fresh as if just picked up 
from the market stand during the height of the season in 
summer. ‘The system of cooling is by ammonia pipes over- 
head and a device for ventilation which keeps the air 
perfectly dry and sweet. ‘Twenty-five thousand packages of 
onions lie adjacent to the most sensitive fruits and yet their 
presence is not perceptible to the sense of smell in the 
slightest degree, One would not know they were there 
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a without examining the contents of the cases. The walls of 
_ these great coolers are so dry that a match can be struck 
“4 anywhere on the woodwork. 


3 It is estimated that the average value of a carload when 


Government the importance of bringing in a Bill which. 
would proceed upon the lines of the Select Committee’s 
recommendations.” After some discussion the circular 
was referred to Messrs. Cushen, Clark, Beck, and the 


_ it goes into the cooler is about 400 dols., and when it comes 
out it will sell for nearly 760 dols. The weekly shipments 
now in anticipation of the holiday trade are about 1,000 
- barrels or boxes, and these increase as the season advances. 
When the fruit comes in, it is carefully handled to prevent 
_ bruising, and is examined to see that it is of good quality. 
If not of good quality it is not accepted until it has gone 
through the sorting room, where all damaged goods are 
thrown out. 


secretary to consider and report to the next meeting of the 
council, in order that vigourous action might be taken on’ 
the subject, so that metropolitan members of Parliament 
might be got to take a greater interest in it. 

It was next reported that action was being taken to call 
attention of the Clerkenwell Vestry to the unfairness of 
publishing amongst convictions the name of a trader who 
had been summoned for an alleged offence under the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Acts, but which summons had been 


__. There are also in the cooling rooms some packages of 

Scotch oats, which were put there nearly a year ago to see 
a if they could be kept free from weevils, the curse of the 
_ grocer. Upto this time there are no signs of the pest in 


withdrawn.—The council confirmed the steps which had 
been taken in the matter, and resolved to continue to press 
for a withdrawal of such publication. 


the oats, and the experiment is called a success. Oranges 
which have been in the cooler over five months are still 
free from any signs of decay and, in fact, not one of the 
articles tried has been a failure. No percentage of loss on 
goods stored is figured, as there is none.—Jlce World. 


PASTEUR FILTERS NEEDED AT NUNEATON. 


THERE has been a bit of a scare at Nuneaton. A 
month ago Mr. Standley, the medical officer, said there 
were thousands of bacteria in one drop of water supplied 
to the district. From such a source this statement was 
likely to produce a scare, and Messrs. Stanley Brothers, 
considering that it was the water they supplied that was 
_ suspected, clearly adopted the right course in having the 
water analysed, and by no less eminent people than Messrs. 
Southall Brothers and Barclay, of Birmingham. As a 
result (says the Birmingham Argus) it is reported that the 
sample submitted contained 2,000 bacteria to the cubic 
centimetre, or 125 to the drop. This truly sounds some- 
what formidable, but this, we are told, is the normal 
condition of well or river water prior to filtration. The water, 
too, we are told, is quite free from disease microbe organisms 
of all kinds. Se from this we may suppose that the people 
of Nuneaton and Chivers Coton may take their water and 
bacteria without fear of consequence. 

Our contemporary overlooks the fact that in the event 
of any accidental pollution the Nuneaton inhabitants would 
be in the position the Maidstone people were, and most 
likely suffer the same fate. 


METROPOLITAN GROCERS’ ASSOCIATION AND 
ADULTERATION BILLS. 

At the last meeting of the Association a circular was 
read from the Grocers’ Federation on the subject of the 
Government Adulteration Bill, stating: ‘The executive 
have had the Bill under consideration, and they recom- 
mend. that your Association should immediately pass a 
resolution protesting that the Bill is unsatisfactory on the 
ground that it does not embody the recommendations of 
the Select Committee, and that it contains no sign of that 
attempt to remedy the grievances of the retail trade which 
has been frequently promised by Cabinet Ministers to 
various deputations from this Federation. This resolution 
should be sent to your Parliamentary representatives at 
once, asking their immediate attention to the subject in 
order that they may make the necessary representations to 
the Government before the second reading.”—It was stated 
that, although the Government Bill referred to in the circular 
had been introduced, it was evident, from inquiries which 
had been made, that the Government had not brought 
in a Bill affecting the interests of grocers, provision dealers, 
and oilmen, because sufficient pressure had not been put 
upon them. The farmers were never tired of airing their 
grievances, real or imaginary, on the subject, hence the 
attention which the Government had paid them. 
clear, therefore, that if anything was to be done in the next 
session more than was represented in the last Bills, the 
recess must be occupied by trades in stirring up members 
of Parliament in every constituency, especially where 
associations existed, so as to get them to press upon the 


| meant. 
| of each of its several constituents which an ordinary person 





| are not as great as might be supposed. 
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MILK AS FOOD. 

Nutritive Value of Milk.—Milk is peculiarly adapted 
for use as a food by man for several reasons. It contains 
all of the four classes of nutrients—protein, fats, carbo- 
hydrates, and mineral matter in more nearly the proper pro- 
portion to serve as a complete food than any other food 
material, although no one substance can furnish a complete 
food for an adult for reasons referred to beyond. It is in 
a form well adapted for varied uses, either alone or more 
especially in combination with other food-substances and 
in the preparation of various dishes for the table. Its use 
is already considered indispensable in many such cases, 
and it might profitably be used in many more. At the 
price ordinarily paid for milk in our large cities it is a food 
of reasonable cheapness, and at the prices prevailing in 
small cities and country towns it is an economical food. 

Digestibility of Milk.—In general, milk ranks as a very 
digestible food, but when we come to speak more definitely 
as to its digestibility there are difficulties of two kinds. One 
of these has to do with what is understood by the term 
digestibility ; the other has to do with the differences of 
different persons in respect to their powers of digestion 

By digestibility of food several things are, or may be, 
One is the proportion of a given food-material or 


may digest. Another is the ease with which it is digested 
or the time required by the process. As the word is 
ordinarily used, however, it includes still another con- 
sideration, namely, whether the food-material does or does 
not agree with the user, 

Proportion of Nutrients Digested.—“ We live not upon 
what we eat, but upon what we digest.” In other words, 
the value of food for nutriment depends not only upon how 
much of the nutrients it contains, but upon how much of 
these the body actually digests and uses for its support. 


| To put it in another way, the most important factor of 


digestibility, so far as the nutritive value of food is con- 
cerned, is found in the proportions of its different 
nutrients which can actually be digested by healthy 
persons and used for nourishment. Considerable ex- 
perimenting has been done upon this _ subject. 
While it is found that different people vary in the amounts 
which they can digest from the same food, the differences 
The results, in so 
far as they apply to milk alone, and in comparison with 
other food-materials, may be briefly summarised as follows: 
The protein of milk, especially when it is used with food- 
materials, is quite readily and completely digested. In this 
respect it is like the protein of ordinary meats and fish. 
The protein of vegetable foods is much less completely 
digested. Thus, in potatoes and whole wheat and rye flour 
it may sometimes happen that as much as one-fourth of the 
protein may escape digestion and thus be useless for nourish- 
ment. From one-sixth to one-tenth of the protein of wheat 
flour, corn meal, beans, and peas, may in like manner be 
assumed to escape digestion, or rather to leave the body 
without being used for nutriment. ‘These estimates assume 
that the: materials are cooked and eaten in the usual 
way. Under the same circumstances from nine-tenths to 
the whole of the protein of milk, meats, and fish are 
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- assumed to be digested. 
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is likewise variable. 
the food fails of digestion. In general it may be assumed 
that about five per cent. of the fat of milk, meat, eggs, 
butter, and lard, and a considerably larger proportion of the 
fats of some vegetable foods, will usually escape digestion. 
When, however, the diet contains a very large amount of 
fat—for instance, when it consists largely of fat meat—-the 
digestion is less complete. One way in which the fat of 
ordinary foods is digested is by being made into an 
emulsion in the intestine. 
fine emulsion, and is thus in a sense “ pre-digested ” or in a 
partly digested form before it is taken into the stomach. 
This may help to explain why it is so easily digested. 

~The carbohydrates, which make up a large part of 
vegetable foods, are in general very digestible. Cane- 
sugar is believed to be completely digested, and this is 
assumed to be the case with the sugar of milk. 

The animal foods have in general the advantage of the 
vegetable foods in digestibility in that they contain more 
protein and their protein is more digestible. Milk ranks 
among the most digestible of the animal foods in respect 
to all its ingredients. 

The Process of Digestion When milk is taken into the 
stomach it is speedily curdled by the action of the pepsin 
and acid of the gastric juice. When milk is eaten alone or 
in large quantities, the casein gathers in large lumps, which 
may be difficult of digestion by some. This is particularly 
the case with infants and with adults whose digestion is 
weak, and is one of the reasons why milk should be used 
with other foods and rot taken in large quantities alone. 
Human milk differs from cow’s milk in the way in which it 
curdles when taken into the stomach. ‘The casein of the 
former is not precipitated in such large lumps, but is 
more flocculent, and is thus more easily digested and 
does not cause irritation. This explains one reason 
why woman’s milk is believed to be better than 
cow’s miik for infants. The small flocculent particles 
of casein of the former are digested more  casily 
and do not produce the bad effects which sometimes 

come from the curdling of the latter. When cow’s milk 

has been boiled before it is taken into the stomach it is 
likely to be precipitated in more flocculent form. It is 
supposed by some chemists that when milk is boiled part of 
the phosphate of lime is precipitated, and that when the 
latter is thus removed the curd is more flocculent. It is 
also believed that lime tends to prevent the curdling of the 
casein in lumps, doing so both by neutralising the acid and 
also by its intrinsic power of retarding coagulation. For 
this reason a little limewater is frequently added to milk 
that is to be fed to infants. For the same reason some 
adults of delicate digestion who find that fresh milk does 
not agree with them can use it with impunity if it has been 
boiled or if limewater is added. 

In the process of digestion and assimilation the different 
ingredients of the food undergo a great variety of chemical 
changes, and some of the compounds that are formed may 
be at times harmful in one way or another. Indeed, some 
of the compounds produced from the food in the body may 
be actually poisonous. Different persons are differently 
constituted with respect to these chemical changes which 
the food undergoes and the effects produced, so that it may 
be literally true that ‘‘one man’s meat is another man’s 
poison.” This is the case with milk. While for most 
persons it is a very wholesome, digestible, and nutritious 
food, there are those who are made ill by drinking it. In 
like manner some people are made seriously ill by eating 
eggs, fruits, or other food-materials. 

Digestion v. Utilisation of Food.—One important thing 
to remember is that the food which we digest is not always 
utilised to the best advantage. Different people differ 
greatly in this respect. One man may be able to du a large 
amount of work and another very little, when both have the 
same diet and digest the same amount of nutrients from it. 
One person will grow fat upon an amount of digested 
material with which another will hardly hold his own. The 


The digestibility of the fats 
Sometimes a large part of the fat. of 


The fat of milk is an extremely 











getting of the most good from. food is a08 ‘so “melts 
matter of digestion as of making use of what is digested 

All persons are alike in that they must have protein form : 
the building and repair of the bodily machine, and fuel — 
ingredients for warmth and work. But they differ widely — 
in the amounts and proportions they pains; even oe 
those in good health. 

For persons in good health and with good digestion 
there are two important rules to be observed in the regula- — 
tion of the diet. The first is to choose the things which — 
“agree ” with them, and to avoid those which they cannot 
digest and assimilate without harm. ‘The second is to use 
such kinds and amounts of food as will supply all the — 
nutrients the body needs, and at the same time avoid 
burdening it with superfluous material to be disposed of at 
the cost of health and strength. 

For guidance in this selection Nature provides us with 
instinct, taste, and experience. Physiological chemistry 
adds to these the knowledge—still new and far from 
adequate—of the composition of food and the laws of 
nutrition. In our actual practice of eating ‘we are apt to 
be. influenced too much by taste—that is, by the dictates 
of the palate ; we are prone to let natural instinct be over- 
ruled by acquired appetite, and we neglect the teachings 
of experience. We need to observe our diet and its effects 
more carefully, and regulate appetite by reason. In doing 
this we may be greatly aided by the knowledge of what our 
food contains, and how it serves its purpose in nutrition. 

Effects of Cooking.—Cooking changes the texture of food; 
material and affects its digestibility to a greater or less 
extent. In general it increases the digestibility of the 
vegetable food-materials. This is true more especially of 
boiling or steaming. During the process of cooking the 
cells of vegetables burst and the tissue of meat becomes 
softened and loosened, thus facilitating digestion by expos- 
ing them more fully to the action of the digestive juices. 

In the case of milk the experience of different persons 
with cooked and uncooked milk is quite varied, and the 
results of the experiments upon the subject are conflicting. 
The more common experience seems to indicate that 
cooking or heating the milk makes the proteids somewhat 
more difficult for most persons to digest, but there are 
exceptions to this rule, if it be a rule. For instance, as 
above stated, there are persons who cannot take fresh 
milk with comfort, but with whom boiled milk agrees very 
well. 

Skim Mitk.—Even after average milk is skimmed it 
still contains nearly 10 per cent. (one-tenth its weight) of 
solids or nutritive ingredients. ‘The amount of fat left in 
skim milk varies greatly with the method of creaming. 
Ordinary open shallow-pan setting leaves anywhere from 
one-tenth to one-quarter of the orignal fat of the milk in 
the skim milk. Deep cold-setting removes the fat much 
more completely, so that Cooley skim milk has from a 
trace to three-tenths or four-tenths of one per cent. of fat. 
Separator skim milk has usually less fat than that from deep 
cold setting. It is not far out of the way to say that a 
pound of skim milk contains 0'034 pound protein and has 
a fuel value of 170 calories or a little more protein than the 
same weight of whole milk, and about one-half the fuel 
value. (Zo be continued.) 


WE are told that an American traveller, who has been to 
almost every quarter of the globe, on arriving at a certain 
South German town Jate one night at once proceeded to a 
hotel, and when writing his name on the register a bed bug 
appeared and wandered slowly over its pages. The man of 
many bags paused in open wonder, and in a voice shaking 
with emotion said, ‘‘ Well, by the eternal gods of war, I have 
been bled by Ionia fleas, bitten by Owosso spiders, driven 
almost to insanity by Saginaw jiggers, crawled over by Bay 
City razzlejacks, and interviewed by Lansing greybacks, but 
I'll be dodgasted if this isn’t the first place I was ever in 
where bed bugs looked over the register to find out the 
number of my room,” 
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IMPORTANT DISCUSSION ON ADULTERATION AT THE 
DUBLIN PUBLIC HEALTH CONGRESS, 


THE SALE OF Foop aNp Drucs AcT FROM AN 
INSPECTOR’S POINT OF VIEW. 


Mr. JoHN Sumner, chief sanitary inspector, Wigan, 
in his paper on the above subject, referred to the im- 
portance of this subject of protection of the people in the 
matter of their food supply, and said the laws which 


punished the adulterators of food should be clear, easily 
understood, easy in their administration, and swift in their 
operation, but unfortunately at present the contrary was 
the case. The most important articles of food concerned 


_were butter and milk. Large sums of money were being 
_made by dishonest tradesmen by selling margarine as butter. 


He had not the slightest fault to find with margarine as 
such, but .when it was palmed off as butter it deserved the 
severest censure. He dealt with his evidence given before 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons on 
this subject, especially that portion of it referring 
to the smallness and inadequacy of the fines im-. 
posed by the magistrates for these offences. He 
had in his mind the case of a dealer who was 
selling an immense amount of margarine as butter, and 
consequently making a large margin of profit which enabled 
him to pay any fines that may be inflicted. He always 
pleaded the excuse that it was a mistake owing to their 
being busy and the similarity in the colour of the two 
urticles. This trading was carried on on such lines that 
frequently the greatest trouble was experienced in effecting 
a purchase. He gave an instance of the case of a trader 
whom he wanted to prosecute for selling margarine as 
butter in which the mixture was wrapped in plain paper. 
He was powerless to proceed against him under the Mar- 
garine Act for ‘‘exposing for sale,” because he had given 
his. assistants instructions to have everything placed behind 
a screen, where they were to go for it when required. He 
also had the trick of changing his business name to that of his 
manager if ever he was prosecuted. He did this on three 
different occasions, so that it was impossible to proceed 
against him for a second or third offence. Unless the 
article was clearly visible magistrates were always chary of 
convicting. He was clearly of opinion that if margarine 
was in the shop, no matter whether it was behind the 
screen or under the counter, it should be taken for granted 
that it was there for sale by retail. (Hear, hear.) His 
object was to point out a few of the difficulties in administer- 
ing the sections properly. Dealing with the question of 
wrappers on margarine, he said many traders, both honest 
and otherwise, evaded the meaning of the Act by having a 
large amount of extraneous matter printed on the wrapper, 
amongst which the word “margarine” appeared. In his 
opinion the wrapper should simply contain the words, “ This 
packet contains margarine.” As regards this question there 
were many difficulties in the way of the _ inspector. 
He thought some standard should be adopted, and analysts 
apprised of what it should be. Dealing with the mixture 
of coffee with chicory, he said when the percentage of 
chicory.reached 60 or 70 per cent. the purchaser was clearly 
defrauded, though the dealer was protected by a wrapper. 
The warranty question was one of the greatest, if not the 
greatest, that the inspector was saddled with. If the warranty 
was more than six months old no action could be instituted 
against the person giving it should that warranty prove to 
be false. He regarded this as manifestly unfair to the 
small shopkeeper, who had to keep many articles in stock 
for a comparatively long period. Many shopkeepers 
trusted to the honesty of a dealer, but they frequently 
discovered that this confidence had been. misplaced. 
He thought it would be a_ great check upon 
agents and manufacturers if the provisions of the Amend- 
ment Act were extended to all articles of food as 
well as milk, and protection would be afforded to the 
retailer if the inspector had power to take samples 
during transit or on delivery. The distance between the 
giver of the warranty and the place where the offence took 
place was another difficulty in the way of a prosecution, as 
local authorities were not in favonr of proceeding against 
persons perhaps 150 miles away and undertaking law suits 
of no direct interest to their district. Not only in milk 
and coffee, but in other articles of food there was a 
considerable difference of opinion of purity. Public 
analysts will advise prosecutions on percentages that 
Somerset House would pass as pure. ‘That is not as 
it should be, A certain standard should be laid down by 
some board of reference, and until that was done it was 
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his opinion that the public would never get a pure food | 
In conclusion, he referred to the indifference dis- 
played by some magistrates in these matters, and the 


undeterring nature of the small fine they inflicted. He 
thought a substantial fine should be inflicted, and:a severer 
penalty should be inflicted for sar ove and subsequent 
offences. - 

"Sir Charles Cameron opened the ar ale on the 
paper. He thought’it was absurd to sell mixtures of two 
or more articles without some idea being given. of the 
relative proportions: of the ingredients. 
standard of 16 per cent. as the amount of water in butter 
which justified.a prosecution. The County Limerick Grand 
Jury adopted that standard, but he saw where the magis- 
trates at Petty Sessions refused to convict, because the per- 
centage of water was under 20. He had experience of 
butter made in all parts of Ireland, and he found that the 
percentage ranged from 7 to 33 per cent. When people 
made an article which fetched 1s. or 1s. 6d. per lb., and 
contained such a high percentage of water he would make 
them responsible for the carelessness, negligence, or 
criminality, as the case may be. He thought margarine 
should be sold as such. The dealer’ who mixed butter and 
margarine generally did so, not with the intention of selling 
it as a. mixture, but with a fraudulent intention, and it was 
invariably sold as butter. He would prohibit and render 
illegal the mixture of margarine and butter, and let the 
people, and not the sellers, do the mixing. 

Mr. T. W. Russell, M.P., said as regards what he 
called the machinery he was quite in agreement with the 
reader of the paper. He thought the interpretation of 
the Act by some of the magistrates was often very absurd, 
and that the penalties inflicted were frequently: too low. 
The wrappers around margarine should contain nething but 
the plain announcement that it was margarine, and in a way 
that could not be mistaken. He also thought the taking of 
samples in transit was a matter of importance. The Select 
Committee, of which he was chairman, reported favourably 
on these matters. | Coming to the question of principle he 
said margarine was a great article of commerce, and a 
wholesome article for human food, and good margarine was 
admittedly better than bad butter. It was in enormous 
demand by the.poorer classes in all great centres of 
population, and he would not be one to put 
difficulties in the way of these poor people getting 
wholesome and cheap food. (Hear, hear.) He was pre- 
pared to insist, however, that it should be sold as margarine, 
and that the public should know it was margarine and 
nothing else ; but he would not interfere with the trade to 
the extent of preventing colouring. They had just as much 
right to prevent the colouring of butter. In the case of 
milk, there was the poor man’s cow, which could not yield 
first-class milk, and if there was a standard fixed there pro- 
bably would arise a considerable difficulty and injustice in 
this case. As regards moisture in butter, the question was 
avery serious one, and in his opinion if there was an undue 
percentage of water in butter, carelessness should not be 
taken into account, and other people should not suffer. 
Dealing with the question of taking the invoice as a 
warranty, he said they got an enormous amount of foreign 
food. The foreigner was outside the jurisdiction as 
regards this warranty, and the wholesale dealer at home was 
then held responsible. His invoice was the warranty, and 
he had no redress himself from the foreign dealer. Refer- 
ring to the statement of Sir Charles Cameron that the 
quantity of mixtures should be stated on the wrapper, he 
said that was going too far, for in the case of cocoas, in 
which it was well known there were mixtures, it would be 
giving away trade secrets, and manufacturers w ould naturally 
object. Whilst agreeing with the paper as far as the 
machinery was concerned, he said that whilst endeavouring 
to protect the public from fraud and adulteration, they 
should take care that they did not go too far to put difficul- 
ties in the way of honesty. (Applause.) 

The discussion was continued by Bailie William Barclay, 
Glasgow, who said he would not be in favour of doing any- 
thing to prevent the humbler classes from getting margarine, 
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T. Robinson and Mr. Lindsay, Town Clerk, Glasgow, also” 
The latter gentleman differed from Mr. “Russell in 
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Tavern,” Maple Road, Penge, was summoned by the ~ 


authorities for. diluting beer ROnAy to the 


' statute. 


Mr. Dennis, barrister, Somerset House, a Weep on. 
behalf of the Inland Revenue, and Mr. Hood, solicitor, of 
Croydon, appeared for the defence. 

Counsel for the prosecution stated that Mr. Daven 


| supervisor of the district, paid a visit to the defendant’s 


house on June 11th. He took two samples of beer; one 
was diluted with 5°6 gallons, of water to 30°4 gallons of 
beer, and the second sample was diluted to the extent of 
48 gallons of water to 31°2 of beer. The house was fully 


licensed, and the defendant had not been summoned A 


before. 
Mr. Hood pleaded ignorance of the law as the excuse 
for mixing waste with other beers. 


The Bench fined the defendant £25,. ye 3 2S. costs, and 


tos. 6d. court fees. 
Charles Batt, of ‘The Crown,” Maple Road, Penge, 


was also summoned for diluting stout by adding 5°3 gallons — 


of waste to 36 gallons of beer.—Mr. Hood also appeared 
for the defendant, and Mr. Dennis prosecuted.—A plea of 
guilty having been entered, the magistrates inflicted a fine 
of £25, £3 /S. costs, and ros. 6d. court fees. 


MILK. :} iv 
A Point oF Law. 


ARTHUR JAMES WAKELEY, of 63, High Street, New 
Brompton, was summoned on August 16th before the 
County Magistrates, at the instance of Supt. G. Lacy, 
K.C.C., for having had in his possession, and selling to the 
Superintendent, certain milk, from which a portion of the 
cream had been abstracted. Mr. G. Wilkinson Prall (Prall, 
Son, and Prall, Rochester), appeared for the defendant, 
and cited a case recently decided in the High Court, that 
the employer knowing nothing of such abstraction of 
cream, was not liable to punishment. The Bench decided 
to hear the evidence. The certificate of Dr. Adams showed 
that the milk only contained 2°59 per cent. of the fat, 
having been deprived of 13°7 per cent. of its cream. Mr, 
Prall called the defendant, who said he was in London. on 
the day of the offence, and personally knew nothing about 
it. The Magistrates said the case clearly required that the 


person selling the milk should be proceeded against, and - 


dismissed the summons against the defendant. 


Art Liverpool, on Aug. 17th, Richard King, milk dealer, | 


53, Hawkstone Street, for whom Mr. Rudd appeared, was 
ordered to pay costs for selling milk to. which five parts of 
water in 100 of milk had been added. James Morris, 
156, Northumberland Street, was fined 5s. and costs for. 
selling milk to which eighteen parts of water had been 
added to every 100 of milk. The milk contained formalin 
as a preservative, the analyst stating that this practice was 
very objectionable. Inspector Baker proved the cases. 

At Clerkenwell Henry Welch, of Caledonian Road, was 
summoned for selling milk which was adulterated with 55 
per cent. of added water. The prosecution was instituted 
by the Islington Vestry, for whom Mr. Bramall appeared. 
The defendant pleaded guilty, and Mr. Fenwick imposed a 
fine of £10, and 12s. 6d. costs, 

David Walker, of 35, Gloucester Road, Holloway, was 
summoned for selling milk which was adulterated with 19 
per cent. of added water. The prosecution was instituted 
by the Islington Vestry, for whom Mr. Bramall appeared. 





nt Py 


; i 
ee oe 






i ae 3 Meee of ‘ts 
August 27, 1898. 


FOOD AND SANITATION. 


Pee eee Ee yee ee 
1 : Pe Pts ¥* t ‘ % 
‘ a! iW | - 7 mx 
<i, : \ 
‘ 


1037 





A sample of the milk: the defendant was selling was taken 
by an official of the vestry in Yerbury Road. A fine of £3, 
and 12s. 6d. costs, was imposed. — “4 . 


RESTAURANT MILK. 


At Cardiff Police Court, on August roth, Mrs. Susan 

Reed, restaurant keeper, of 1, Hunter Street, Bute Docks, 
Cardiff, appeared on a summons charging her with selling 
milk adulterated to the extent of 13 per cent.—Mr. Lionel 
Phillips, for the defendant, admitted that a technical offence 
had been committed, defendant stating that the quart of 
milk when she sold it to the inspector was in the same 
state as when it was delivered to her a few minutes before. 
She only carried on a small business, using daily a gallon 
of milk, the greater part of which was for milk puddings, 
for which there appeared to be a great demand in the 
locality. Since the present proceedings defendant obtained 
the milk from another dealer, and intended purchasing a 
_tester.—Inspector Vaughan, of the Health Department of 
the Cardiff Corporation, who appeared in support of the 
prosecution, remarked it was true defendant had been in 
the business for only a few months, but the adulteration 
was rather high. A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 
_ ELizaBeTH JONES, widow, was summoned, on Aug. 18th, 
for selling milk at Newbridge which had 14 per cent. of 
added water.—Mr. Serjent, the inspector, said he met 
defendant in the street, and asked for 13d. of milk. He 
told her why it had been purchased. He received from 
the county analyst the analysis, which stated that the 
sample contained 86 per cent. of milk and 14 per cent. of 
added water.—Defendant said she purchased the milk be- 
lieving it to be unadulterated.—Fined 4os., and the fees of 
county analyst, in all £1 15s. 


CUP BRAND CONDENSED MILK. 


Tuomas Jones, grocer, Aberbeg, was summoned at the 


instance of the Monmouthshire County Council, on August 
18th, for unlawfully selling condensed milk deficient of fat 
to the extent of gt per cent.—Mr. H. S. Gustard prosecuted 
on behalf of the Monmouthshire County Council.—Mr. 
Sankey, barrister, defended.—Alderman G. Jones did not 


adjudicate.—Mr. Sankey handed to the Bench labels on | 


For a | out of sight, and the word “coffee” only being visible. 


the tin, the labels being worded “skimmed milk.” 
long time, he said, no one objected to that, until the matter 
was tested in a case taken to a high court, when it was 

decided that the word “skimmed” was quite sufficient. 
Everybody thought then that everything was all right, and 
the grocers thought they were quite right in selling the 
milk as ‘‘skimmed” milk. About six months ago another case 
had been dealt with, in which it was decided that separated 
milk should be used as a label to the tins instead of skimmed 
milk. The company supplying the milk destroyed all labels 
with skimmed milk thereon, and sent notice to that effect 
to the grocers. At the most defendant was, therefore, guilty 
of a technical offence. Defendant had only twenty tins on 
his premises wrongly labelled. It was only quite recently 
that the second case was decided upon.—Mr. H. S. Gustard 
said the tins were always sold at 23d., but Mr. Serjent had 
had to pay 4d. for it The County Council would be quite 
satisfied with a nominal fine.—Defendant was fined tos: 
and court fees, £1 5s. in all, the Bench considering it to be 
a technical offence. 


MARGARINE. 


ALFRED Kirkwoop, who keeps a small provision shop 


in Brindle Heath Road, Pendleton, was summoned to the | 


Salford Police Court, on August 17th, for selling margarine 
without being labelled in accordance with the Margarine 
Act. Mr. Evans, the assistant town clerk, said the Health 
Committee had caused notices to be sent out to the pro- 
vision dealers of the borough to the effect that margarine 
must be ticketed when exposed for sale in the shop, and 





| per cent. of the whole. 





upon it, but small shopkeepers, such as the defendant, 
could not be induced to observe these regulations. The 
present case had not been brought for the purpose of 
securing a large penalty, but as a warning to these small 
shopkeepers that they must observe the provision of the 
Act. The defendant was represented by his wife, who said 
she was not aware that so long as she sold the substance as 
margarine there was any occasion to label it. Mr. Alderman 
Meakin, the presiding magistrate, in fining the defendant 
1s. and costs, said he hoped the case would he a warning to 
others. 





BUTTER. 


AT the instance of Mr. Perrin, inspector under the 
Lambeth Vestry, Mrs. Ward, 193, Wandsworth Road, was 
last week fined 20s. and 12s. 6d. costs for selling butter 
adulterated with 72 per cent. of margarine; and Mrs. 
Shepherd, of 1, Beaufoy Road, South Lambeth, was fined a 
similar amount for selling milk adulterated with 11 per cent. 
of added water. 


IMPORTANT COFFEE CASE. 


At Aberdeen, on August 12th, the Hon. Sheriff 
Substitute Duguid gave decision in the case at the instance 
of Mr. Kenneth Cameron, sanitary inspector, against 
William John Walker, grocer, Great Western Road, who 
was charged with having, on July 4th, in premises in South 
College Street occupied by him, and by the hands of John 
Smith, George Street, committed an offence under the Food 
and Drugs Act by supplying coffee mixed with chicory, the 
percentage of foreign substances being twenty-five. The 
sheriff said there could be no doubt that in this case it was 
clearly proved that a mixture of chicory and coffee was sold 
in place of pure coffee—the foreign matter amounting to 25 
The only doubt in his view which 
entered into the case was caused by the fact that there was 
written on the bag before it was handed to the inspector the 
words “coffee with chicory” in blue chalk. The bag, 
which was a common grey one, unstamped in any way, was 
delivered folded, so that these words were only partly, 
visible, the word “chicory” being entirely folded in and 


Both the inspectors stated that the side of the bag 
presented to them did not show the _ writing. 
The assistant who served the mixture said he wrote them 
on in the back shop, and there was no doubt that no atten- 
tion was called to the fact of there being, nor was the pre- 


-sence of chicory alluded to until after the coffee had been 


bought and paid for, and the inspector had stated that it 
was bought for the purpose of analysis. This was sworn 
to by both the inspectors, and was reluctantly admitted by 
the assistant who sold the coffee, in cross-examination by 
the fiscal. He observed that section 8 of the Act of 1875 
provided that no person should be held guilty of such an 
offence as was libelled against accused, “if at the time of 
delivering such article or drug he shall supply to the person 
receiving the same a notice by a label distinctly and legibly 
written or printed on, or with the article or drug, to the 
effect that the same is mixed.” The sheriff then proceeded 
to quote several English cases bearing on the interpretation 
of this section. One was the case of Gage v. Elsey, 
in which a conviction was quashed because it was 
proved that a notice in the shop as to the quality 
of the goods sold had been specially pointed ont 
to the purchaser before the sale was completed. In the 
second case, Sandys v. Small, Lord Cockburn held that 
“If the seller chooses to sell an article of a certain denomi- 
nation and the article is really mixed with foreign ingredients, 
it lies on him to show that the purchaser knew what he was 
purchasing.” The third case quoted was that of Liddiard 
v. Reice, where the magistrates had convicted on the 
ground that the label was not called to the purchaser’s 
attention until after the sale was completed, and the 


must also be sold in a wrapper with the word “margarine” ' conviction was sustained by the High Court. Proceeding, 
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the sheriff said he could not find that such notice as was — 


required in the case he had cited was given or attempted 
to be given in the case now under consideration, and he 
did not think that the writing on the bag came up to the 
requirements of the section, namely, the supplying to the 
person receiving the mixture a notice by label, or otherwise, 
that the article sold was a mixture. If that was so it 
followed that the defendant must be convicted of the 
statutory offence libelled. He accordingly passed sentence 
of a fine of 30s. with the alternative of fourteen days’ 
imprisonment. 

At Todmorden on August 18th, John White, grocer, of 
Garden Street, Todmorden, pleaded guilty to selling 
adulterated coffee. Mr. W. H. S. Crabtree, the West 
Riding County Council Inspector, stated that the analyst’s 
certificate showed go per cent of coffee and about to per 
cent. of ingredients consisting partly of chicory and partly 
of a preparation containing starch. The origin of the starch 
could not be positively ascertained, but it was probably 
derived from maize. The defendant said he bought the 
coffee as best ground. A penalty of £1 14s. was imposed. 


A SERIOUS BAD MEAT CASE AND A SMALL PENALTY. 


At the Cheltenham Police Court, Francis Howard 
Aucott, butcher, of 142, High Street, was summoned under 
two informations issued in the name of Edward Thomas 
Brydges, as Clerk to the Urban Sanitary Authority, for 
Offences against the Public Health Act. The first charge 
was that of exposing for sale on the premises named eleven 
pieces of mutton, thirty-four pieces of beef, two strings of 
sausages, and some scrap meat, which, having been seized 
by the Medical Officer of Health as unfit for human food, 
had been condemned by a magistrate and destroyed. The 
second information alleged that defendant deposited at 86, 
High Street (occupied by Charles Barnett, fishmonger), for 
the purposes of sale or preparation for sale as human food 
two calves’ heads and (in three boxes) five pieces of beef, 
seven pieces of mutton, and twenty-seven other pieces of 
beef, which had been similarly seized, condemned, and 
destroyed. Between them, therefore, the two summonses 
had reference to no less than 88 separate articles, for 
distribution, presumably, among a large number of 
customers. 

Mr. E. T. Brydges (Town Clerk) appeared in support 
of the prosecution. Defendant, who to the first charge 
replied ‘Certainly, not guilty,” was not professionally re- 
presented. 

Having quoted the sections of the Public Health Act, 
under which the proceedings were taken, and pointed out 
that the onus of proving that the meat seized and con- 
demned was not intended for sale as human food rested 
upon the accused, Mr. Brydges commented upon the 
gravity of the offence, reminding the bench that a death 
from ptomaine poisoning had recently occurred in Chelten- 
ham. In that case it was shown at the coroner’s inquest 
that the meat of which the deceased child partook had been 
purchased from Aucott’s shop. 

The following evidence was then called : 

Dr. J. H. Garrett, Medical Officer of Health for the 
Borough, stated that on the morning of Saturday, the 23rd 
July, in company with the Chief Inspector of Nuisances, he 
went to Aucott’s shop, and there saw a quantity of meat 
exposed for sale in the ordinary way. It consisted of 45 
pieces of beef and mutton, and two strings of sausages, some 
of the pieces being hung on hooks and others lying on the 
block or in other situations in the shop. Defendant told 
him that part of one piece had just been sold. Having 
examined the meat and found all of it to be in such a 
putrid state as to render it absolutely unfit for food, he 
caused it to be seized ; and within half an hour it had been 
seen and condemned by a magistrate (Mr. G. B. Witts), 
who ordered it to be destroyed. The greater portion of the 
meat had been frozen, had thawed, and had undergone 
putrefaction. 
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~The Town Clerk—Anyone eating such meat would be 
liable to be poisoned ? » put OS Se 
Witness—Yes ; the whole of the meat was in such a 


| condition as to contain ptomaines, and anyone eating fit — 


would incur great risk. Continuing, Dr. Garrett stated that — 
when seizing the meat, he told the defendant that he should 
have to report the matter tothe Public Health Committee, 
and that it was quite possible a prosecution would follow. 
_ The magisterial certificate of the condemnation of the 
meat being then produced, | 
_ The Deputy Magistrates’ Clerk (Mr. Griffiths) asked—. 
Is that evidence ? ; "Soe 

The Town Clerk—I put it in for what it is worth. 
The magistrate ordered the meat to be destroyed, and it 
was destroyed. : Sy STIRTEABOOE IES 

The Chairman (to defendant)—Do you want to ask 
Dr. Garrett any questions ? fay? 

Defendant—Yes ; I want to ask why other folks are not 
chastised with the same thing. ) 

The Chairman —That is not the point, and is not a 
question on the doctor’s evidence. 

Defendant—His evidence is correct that he came to the 
shop and seized the meat. _ ae 

Albert Edward Hudson, Chief Inspector of Nuisances, 
in corroboration, described the meat as of bad colour—it 
was turning green —and as smelling badly. 

Defendant—There was no meat green in the shop at 
all, and it was not in a ‘‘ petrified” state. But-it is no good 
my asking questions ; I have no one to defend me. ~ 

The Town Clerk: That is the case with regard to the 
first information. 

Asked if he had any witnesses to call, defendant said 
his assistant and two men could speak to the soundness of 
the meat, but they were not now in court. He received it 
from Swift and Co., “the same as other folks,” only the 
Thursday morning previous, and he did not see how his 
meat could ‘go more deteriorated” than that sent to other 
butchers. The child-poisoning case had made his trade 
very bad. He was informed by the Coronet’s officer that 
he was not to blame, and that his name should not get into 
the papers ; but it did, and it had done him a great deal of 
harm. Before the doctor came he had sold lots of meat in 
a perfect state, which he could prove by thirty or forty of 
his customers ; he could write down the names of twenty 
of them on a piece of paper. Would the Bench adjourn 
the case for him to call evidence ? 

The Chairman—When was the summons served ? 

The Town Clerk—On Wednesday. . 

The Chairman (to defendant)—You have had plenty of 
time to get witnesses. 

Defendant—I have not had plenty of time; I have had 
my business to attend to. 

The Chairman—To answer such a charge as this was 
much more important than ordinary business, and if you 
had evidence to call you would have called it. 

The Town Clerk—Would the Bench hear the other 
information, before coming to a decision ? 

Defendant—I have to say as to that that the calf was 
killed on Thursday night. They seized the chump end of 
the loin, and I sold the rest to folks in the town, which I 
can prove to be sound and good. 

The Town Clerk remarked that the witnesses Aucott 
spoke of calling, if an adjournment were granted, were per- 
sons in his own employment. That being so, he ought to 
have brought them that day, especially seeing that if the 
cases were proved and the full penalties were imposed he 
was liable to be made to pay no less than £840. However, 
added Mr. Brydges, he had no wish to “pile up the agony.” 

Defendant-—-I would rather do 800 years; I wouldn’t 
pay a farthing. . 

The Chairman—The Bench have come to the conclu- 
sion that this case is proved against you, and it is one of 
the most serious offences that a tradesman is capable of. 
In fact, it is a very great crime—exposing meat for sale that 
may be the death of innocent people in the town. Look- 
ing at it in that light, we shall inflict an exemplary punish- 


‘ment. You will be fined £15 and costs. 
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Defendant—I haven’t got the money. Can’t I have 
_ time to pay it P 3 4 . ae 
. The Chairman—No time can be allowed. If you don’t 
pay there will be a distress against you ; and in default you 
will go to prison for two months’ hard labour. 
The Town Clerk said he would not press the other 
charge, having reference to the meat belonging to the 
defendant which was found in Mr. Barnett’s. refrigerators. 
Mr. Barnett, it should be explained, let the refrigerators, 
ut had otherwise no connection with defendant’s business. ] 
He hoped the fine which the Bench had now imposed 
would be a warning not only to Aucott but to other meat- 
_ sellers. 
’ The Chairman—I hope it will. 

The Defendant—I don’t see why it should be me more 
than anybody else. Why don’t these inspectors look after 
other shops as well as mine ? 

The Town Clerk—They do. 

Defendant (leaving)—-I don’t think so. It’s the child- 
poisoning job as has put me to all this inconvenience. 


VINEGAR. 


Ar Brentford on August 18th, Vincent Bell, King 
Street, Twickenham, an oilman, was summoned by Mr. 
Walter Tyler, the inspector, under the Food and Drugs 
Act, for having sold as malt vinegar an article which was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the 
Act. The certificate of the Public Analyst showed the 
sample to contain 30 per cent. of malt and 70 per cent. of 
dilute acid. One of the defendant’s employés who appeared 
for him, said that he was away in Switzerland, and, there- 
fore, had not received the summons. The magistrates 
decided that they would not settle the case in the defend- 
ant’s absence, and accordingly adjourned it for a month. 


THE COMPOSITION OF “GREGORY’S POWDER.” 


At Lambeth Police-court on August 18th, Charles 
Gadd, a chemist, of Harleyford Road, Kennington, was 
summoned before Mr. Hopkins at the instance of the 
Lambeth Vestry for selling, to the prejudice of the purchaser, 
a certain drug, viz., Gregory’s Powder, which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded by 
the purchaser. 

Mr. H. I. Sydney defended. 

Mr. W. J. Perrin, an inspector in the service of the 
vestry, said he went to the defendant’s shop on July 6th, 
and asked for two ounces of Gregory’s Powder. After the 
purchase had been completed, he disclosed the purpose 
for which it had been made, and divided the sample into 
three parts, one of which was left with the defendant, and 
another was submitted to the public analyst (Dr. Muter), 
whose certificate he produced. The certificate showed the 
constituents of the sample to be as follows: Rhubarb and 
ginger, 33°16; official carbonate of magnesia, 32°41; and 
light magnesia, 34°43. In a noteon his certificate Dr. Muter 
said the British Pharmacopeia requires Gregory’s Powder 
to be made entirely with light magnesia, and not with the 
cheaper official carbonate of magnesia. 

Mr. Sydney said his defence would be that in this case 
the sale was not to the prejudice of the purchaser. It 
would be shown by the evidence which he should call that 
the powder was compounded according to the A77tish 
Pharmacopeia, but that light magnesia upon exposure to 
the atmosphere absorbed carbonic acid gas, and became 
converted into carbonate of magnesia. But by the con- 


version of the calcine or light magnesia into carbonate of | 


magnesia Gregory’s Powder lost none of its medicinal 
properties, and, that being so, he should ask the Court to 
say that in this case the purchaser was not prejudiced. 

Mr. Samuel Daymond, the manager of the shop, stated 
that in compounding the powder he used rhubarb, ginger, 
and Jight calcine magnesia in the proportions set out in the 
British Pharmacopeta, ‘The powder was made in May. 
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During the process of mixing the ingredients were neces- 
sarily exposed to the air. The effect of exposure to the air 
upon light magnesia was that it absorbed carbonic acid gas 
and became carbonised. He did not see how that could 
be avoided, as the mixture had to be mixed in an open 
mortar. The medicinal value remained the same.—In 
answer to the magistrate, the witness said the difference in 
value between light magnesia and official carbonate of 
magnesia was 1s. 1d. or 1s. 2d. a pound. Both kinds were 
kept in stock. Calcine became carbonate upon exposure, 
but he could not fix the time in which the change would 
take place. p 

Mr. S. Rees, an assistant at the shop, said he had never 
seen anything but light magnesia used at the shop in 
making up Gregory’s Powder. 

Mr. Frederick Davis, principal of the Imperial College 
of Chemistry, stated that when exposed to the atmosphere 
calcine of magnesia absorbed carbonic acid gas, and be- 
came converted into carbonate. The time during which 
the change would take place would vary, as it would de- 
pend upon the state of the atmosphere at the time. By the 
change the powder would not lose any of its medicinal pro- 
perties.—By the Magistrate: In making an analysis no 
difficulty was experienced in distinguishing between the light 
magnesia and the carbonate. 

Mr. Hopkins.—How much of the carbonate of magnesia 
would you expect to find in Gregory’s Powder ? 

The Witness.—Generally 15 per cent. 

Mr. Hopkins.—Is Gregory’s Powder made according to 
the British Pharmacopeia? 

The Witness.—Yes. 

Mr. Hopkins.—How do you account for the very much 
larger proportion found in this mixture? 

The Witness.—I suppose because it had been kept too 
ong. 

Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to pay a penalty of 
40s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


PUBLICANS AND THE DILUTION SWINDLE. 


A WATFORD correspondent states that some consterna- 
tion has been caused among the licensed victuallers of 
Hertfordshire by the issue of a police order that all 
publicans exhibiting a dilution notice will have their 
licenses opposed at the forthcoming brewster sessions. 
Counsel will appear on behalf of the publicans. 


CANADIAN BACON. 


THE exigencies of the dull season no doubt led some 
London journalists to make the most of certain police-court 
proceedings in regard to unsound Canadian bacon, says 
the Canadian Gazette. But there is of course in reality no 
ground whatever for the anxiety which one or two of our 
contemporaries have evinced in the interest of the English 
consumer. The condition of the consignment of bacon from 
Montreal, which has twice engaged the attention of the 
Southwark magistrate, is easily explained. It was part of 
the cargo of the s.s. d/7/wawkee, and like other perishable 
freight suffered severely through the stranding of the vessel, 
and the consequent protracted delay. No attempt was 
made to place the goods upon the. London market; the 
problem was to get rid of them otherwise. In such an inci- 
dent—unique probably in the history of the trade—it is 
obviously impossible to find material for an indictment of 
the wholesomeness of the food products the Dominion 
sends to the Old Country. 


BANANA FLOUR. 


THE next dietetic fad is going to be banana flour. 
Manufacturers are experimenting in this direction, and 
promise soon a meal that will keep as long as wheat flour, 
and make a much more nutritious bread. As already the 
craze for whole-wheat flour is passing, this new albumen 


| will undoubtedly meet a quick welcome when it comes. 


The use of the banana is accepted as of high food value. 








ARTIFICIAL FOOD. 


‘UnpeER the above title Z%e Daily Chronicle, of Friday, 
August 5th, prints a telegram from its Vienna correspondent, 
announcing the synthetic preparation, by Dr. Leon Lilien- 
feld, of albumen having “absolutely the same nourishing 
qualities as found in that which is obtained from organic 

eines. 

Mr. Sidney Williamson, in ature, says: 


Such a synthesis would undoubtedly mark an epoch 
both in chemistry and physiology, but unfortunately for 
those who have attached undue importance to Dr. Lilien- 
feld’s announcement, the data given in the sensational 
telegrams, if correct, were sufficient to show that, whatever 
he might have achieved, he had certainly not obtained the 
substance commonly known as albumen. It is enough to 
point out that, with the materials employed, the artificial 
product could not contain sulphur, which, at any rate up 
to the present, is regarded as an essential constituent. of 
albumen. 

The report of the International Congress of Applied 
Chemistry, given in the number of the Chemiker Zeitung 
(xxii. 644) just to hand, includes a short account of Dr. 
Lilienfeld’s paper.. Translated it runs: 

“Dr. Lilienfeld gave a very interesting account of the 
artificial synthesis of albuminous substances (Ziweisskorper). 
It has been found possible to prepare pepton hydro- 
chloride by the condensation of phenol and glycocoll with 
phosphoric oxychloride; thus obtained, it gives all the 
reactions of the albuminoids. The lecturer experimentally 
demonstrated the preparation and properties of the new 
compound. By previous conversion into the sulphate and 
decomposition of the latter, the free pepton can be 
obtained, and resembles, both in its chemical and physio- 
logical behaviour, the natural pepton from albumen. The 
analytical data corresponded with those given by natural 
pepton.” 

From this it is evident that Dr. Lilienfeld claims not the 
synthesis of albumen, but that of pepton, a digestion product 
of albumen, which, in spite of the statements of Henninger 
and others, does not seem so far to have been reconverted 
to its parent substance. In the absence of exact details, it 
is impossible to say how far the claim to the synthesis of 
pepton is justified, but it may be as well to recall previous 
work in the same direction. 

Grimaux published in the Comptes rendus, about fourteen 
years ago, several papers on the formation of colloids from 
inorganic materials. Among others he obtained two ; (1), 
by heating meta-amidobenzoic acid with phosphorus penta- 
chloride ; and(z2), by the action of ammonia on solid aspartic 
anhydride heated at 170 degrees. Although it was not to 
be expected that albumen would be obtained from such 
materials, it is remarkable haw close was the resemblance 
between these colloids and the proteids when judged solely 
by their reactions. 

A little later Schiitzenberger attempted the synthesis of 
proteids from the products of their decomposition. He had 
been engaged for some years on the study of the products 
of the hydrolytic decomposition of albumen by barium 
hydrate solution at varying temperatures. Among the 
substances obtained were various amido-acids of both the 
fatty and the aromatic series. He therefore dehydrated a 
mixture of these acids and urea with phosphoric anhydride, 
hoping thus to reverse the hydration process. Without 
giving details of the method employed, it is sufficient to say 
that he obtained a colloid which gave the reactions usually 
considered diagnostic of a proteid. 

In 1897, Dr. J. W. Pickering (in continuation of a series 
of papers published in conjunction with Prof. Halliburton 
in the Journal of Physiology) contributed an interesting 
paper to the Royal Society’s Proceedings (NATURE, 1897, 
341), in which, besides confirming Grimaux’s results, he 
added many valuable observations of his own. Among the 
most remarkable of these is the fact that the colloid 
obtained from aspartic anhydride is digested by pepsin- 
hydrochloric acid, and then gives the colour reactions for 


chloride,. a second from para-amidobenzoic acid and 



















pepton, and, further, i it ‘ae SH ths nucle 
proteids in its physiological action. — 

. Dr. Pickering, moreover, greatly extended, ‘Grinagee 
aii and prepared several new colloids, such as one from 
a mixture of tyrosine, biuret, and_ phosphorus . penta- — 


phosphorus pentachloride, and a third from alloxan, meta-_ 
amidobenzoic acid and phosphoric. anhydride. . These, 
together with ‘several others, gave the reactions of the — 
proteids, coagulated at definite temperatures, and produced 
intravascular coagulation of the blood. Still, more note- — 
worthy is the fact that, according to the author, they are — 
optically active, like the natural proteids. Should this _ 
statement be confirmed, these would be the first optically 
active substances produced directly from inactive materials. 
As this feat has hitherto been regarded by chemists as im- 
probable, if not impossible, these colloids are certainly, 
worthy of closer investigation from this point of view. 

Dr. Lilienfeld, too, has synthesised a substance giving — 
the reactions of a proteid by condensation of a base which 
he called biuretdimethylene, with different amido-acids. It 
should, however, be noted that these workers, so far, have 
not claimed that the products obtained were actually pro- 
teids, but only that they bore a striking resemblance to 
them ; and in this they were doubtless correct. 

It is well known that the so-called “tests” applied to: 
the detection of a proteid are purely empirical. Such colour 
tests as Millon’s, nitric acid, etc., have no real value; the 
colour developed may be due to the proteid molecule as a 
whole, but more probably to some decomposition product, 
and, as already mentioned, some colloids which bear no. 
relation to actual proteids give reactions considered, 
characteristic of these substances. Again, the peptons 
in their reactions strangely recall the alkaloids, 
especially in the precipitates they give with mer-, 
curic chloride, potassium periodide, phosphotungstic. 
and phosphomolybdic acids, etc., while elementary analysis 
is of little value, as all the proteids give very similar figures, 
which in nowise indicate the striking differences met with 
in their physiological behaviour. When, in addition, it is 
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‘remembered how extremely complex and mobile the proteid 


molecule must of necessity be, and the readiness with, 
which changes in its constitution are brought about, some- 
thing more than a few empirical colour and physiological 
tests will be required to convince chemists that pepton has. 


been actually synthesised. Dr. Lilienfeld’s results evidently 


need further investigation, and in the meantime the question. 
raised by his announcement is distinctly one that calls for 
suspended judgment. 


FILTHY ICE CREAM. 


Tue Huddersfield Town Council have received a report 
from the Borough Analyst, and also a communication from 
the Medical Officer of Health. Dr. Annis (M. O. H.) 
wrote: ‘‘I beg to inform you that the small amount ‘of ice. 
cream in which the large number of colonies of microbes 
and organisms were found was so small as about eight or 
ten drops, and therefore, if there were so many colonies in. 
this small quantity, what must there, have been in an 
amount such as is taken for food? ..As I mentioned in. 
committee, should any of these germs have proved to have 
been of a specific pathogenic character, the person taking 
the same would have been extremely likely to have con-. 
tracted the disease produced by that specific organism, 
whatever it might have been, viz., typhoid fever, diphtheria, 
or what not; and although the germs found in these, 
instances. were not of a pathogenic character, but chiefly 
germs due to dirty surroundings and unclean methods of 
manipulation in the preparation of the stuff, they were ex- 
tremely likely to bring about in persons taking these sub- 
stances attacks of diarrhoea, acute gastritis, colic, and other 
serious illnesses. Even in some cases death has been caused 
by them ; theretore it would be well that people should be 
sure that the ice cream which they take has been manufac- 
tured under clean conditions before they eat the same.” 
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ENCOURAGING FRAUD IN EAST SUFFOLK. 


_ Ar the quarterly meeting of the East Suffolk Standing 
Joint Committee, complaint was made that no analyses had 
been taken under the Food and Drugs Act.—The Chairman 
explained that he had directed the chief constable to see 
that samples were taken occasionally: At one time he said 
a great many samples were taken, but most of them were 
found to be genuine, and as it entailed considerable expense 
they were not now taken to the same extent, and somehow 

_or other the practice had dropped altogether during the 
past quarter. ; oe 
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‘CARBOLIC ACID IN MEAT. 


Some of the residents of one of the suburbs of Wolver- 
hampton have recently met with a singular and unpleasant 
experience. Imagine all the customers of one particular 
butcher sitting down to dinner in their respective homes on 
Sunday last, and then finding that they could not eat any of 
the meat placed before them. Every joint on being cut 
emitted an odour of carbolic acid, and the taste of carbolic 
acid was so strong that it was impossible to partake of any 
of the meat. Of course, the butcher has since received 
many angry remonstrances—over a score of letters—and he 
is most apologetic. He explains the unfortunate busi- 
ness in this way: He has been in the habit of keeping 
pigs, but, as one was suspected of having swine fever, he 
was ordered to slaughter the lot—3o0 in number. The 
authorities then disinfected the piggery with a large quantity 
of lime and two gallons of carbolic acid. The result was 
that the fumes given off by the acid reached the slaughter- 
house, though it was forty yards away, and impregnated the 
meat. Of course, the butcher cannot for the present use 
his slaughterhouse. Were he to do so, he would lose all his 
customers. He merits sympathy in his misfortune.— 
Midland Weekly News. 


IPSWIGH PUBLIC ANALYST VACANCY. 


Tur Public Health Committee have reported that, as 
directed by the Council at their last meeting, they had 
communicated with the Clerk to the East and West Suffolk 
County Councils respecting the appointment of a Public 
Analyst. They found that no permanent appointment had 
yet been made, but that Mr. W. L. Sutton had been 
temporarily appointed to act as analyst for East Suffolk, 
The committee believed that if Mr. Sutton was appointed 
public analyst for the borough of Ipswich he would probably 
be appointed permanently by the East Suffolk County 
Council, and under the circumstances they repeated the 
recommendation contained in their report, presented on 
June 22nd.—In the discussion Councillor Cattermole had 
something to say with reference to the committee selecting 
a local candidate for the post.—Councillor Jervis con- 
sidered the Council would make a great mistake if they 
made a permanent appointment, and moved as an amend- 
ment to the report that Mr. Sutton be temporarily 
appointed.—Alderman J. H. Josselyn said it seemed to him 
that as the appointment was terminable by six months’ 
notice on either side it was practically temporary.—The 
amendment was not seconded, and the report was adopted. 
—It transpired that Mr. Sutton had given no guarantee 
that he would reside in Ipswich. 


THE ADULTERATION OF COFFEE. 


‘CorFrEE, says Zhe Lancet, affords a.most excellent 
beverage, but nobody seems to be able to get.it good, and 
this is probably the reason why the consumption of coffee 
is rapidly.declining. But the material must, of course, be 
good and fresh, with all the aromatic oils preserved intact. 
We have heard that by coating the roasted berries with a 
thin film of gelatin the delicious aroma of freshly roasted 
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coffee may be_ indefinitely preserved. But this step 
would be quite futile in view of the “new” adulteration. 
This consists in washing, colouring, and drying the berries 
in centrifugal machines with sawdust, with the result that 
the crevices of the berries become filled with powdered 
wood, which is said to make them ofa fine, white colour, 
and thus to enhance the market value of the product. 
This ingenious but immoral process is said to be carried on 
in Hamburg, Bremen, Antwerp, and Rotterdam, and we 
respectfully request our Customs authorities to keep a sharp 
look out on the consignments of coffee coming from these 


_ places in spite of the market value, as it is said, being thus 


enhanced. 


BELLADONNA PLASTERS. 


IN a report just issued Mr. T. Macfarlane, chief analyst 
of the Inland Revenue Laboratory, Ottawa, Canada, says: 

“T have now to submit the results of the analyses of 
belladonna plasters in the tabulated statement appended to 
this report. 

‘The samples, 48 in number, were collected in January 
last in various localities between Halifax and Ottawa. 
These plasters are seldom made up by the druggists who 
sell them, but are mostly manufactured in the United 
States. The British Pharmacopoeia of 1885 does not 
supply a distinct standard indicating the quantity of atropine 
and hyoscyamine which the plaster should contain, but it 


has been generally supposed that if the B. P. directions are — 


followed the result would be a preparation containing 0'5 p.c. 
of the tropeines or alkaloids in question, and certainly not 
less than 04 p.c. It is evidently a standard such as this 
which has guided the public analysts in the expression of their 
opinions as set forth in the table. According to the new 
British Pharmacopceia (1898) the plaster is now supposed 
to contain 0'5 p.c. of the alkaloids of belladonna root, and 
is made from standardized Liquid Extract of Belladonna. 
It would appear, however, that the standard required by 
the old Pharmacopoeia was somewhat higher, for on page’ 
102 of the new B. P. it is stated that “‘the present Exttact 
of Belladonna contains 1 p.c. of alkaloids,” and a foot note 
mentions that this is one-third the strength of the average 
of the old extract, which must therefore have contained 
3 p.c. of alkaloids: Now, in the B. P. of 1885 the bella- 
donna plaster is prescribed to contain one-fifth of its 
weight of extract, which would make the average sample of 
belladonna plaster, according to the old British Pharma- 
copeeia, to contain 0°6 p.c. of alkaloids. 

‘Classified according to the total alkaloids present, the 
48 samples show the following subdivision : 


No. of - 

Samples, 
Between 0°5 and 0°4 p.c. alkaloids : aan 6 
” O4 5 3 » ” eo “ ase: 4 
So ey AEM re Dias a als Hie fee 4 
eR RO ae Ost 2, % fe se oeuT IO 
Onna traces + oa ae EL e Yo 
Containing no alkaloid... eas “ie re sce 4 
48 


“ Assuming that all those plasters which contain less 
than 0°3 per cent. are adulterated, the proportion amounts 
to 79 per cent. of the number collected ; and if only those 
containing over 0°4 per cent. are considered to be genuine, 
the proportion is 123 per cent. This cannot be regarded 
as a satisfactory state of affairs, but to institute proceedings 
against the delinquent vendors would scarcely be judicious 
until after they have been made aware of the worthlessness 
of the article sold by them. . The manufacturers are, of 
course, chiefly to blame; but for various reasons it is 
doubtful whether prosecuting them would result in obtain- 
ing convictions. It is to be hoped that your decision as to 
publishing the resultsof analysis. of the various samples, 
and thus notifying the vendors and the public of the nature 
of the plasters generally sold, will have the effect of pror 
ducing an improvement in the quality.” 

It would be of interest to know if plasters on sale in 
the United Kingdom are so unsatisfactory. 


tytites ib FN Se Dede chet 33 


1041 





~ 








» a 
’ Le 


TOXIG PTOMAINES OF PRESERVED MEAT. 
Van ERMENGLIN states that the toxic ptomaines some- 
times found in preserved meats, hams, game pies, etc., are 


due to the presence of a specific organism Baczllus bolulinus. 
The soluble toxine it secretes, called boluline by the author, 


is stated to be so intensely toxic that one-thousandth part — 


of a milligramme killed a rabbit in twenty-four hours. 
Fortunately this ptomaine is destroyed at a temperature of 
60 degs.—7o degs. C., and the bacillus which produces it at 
85 degs. C.; so that thorough cooking will remove all 
dangers in the case of salted or smoked meats.—/ourn. de 
Pharm. [6], ix., 88. 


MILK AS FOOD. 


(Concluded from page 1,030.) 


Ar first thought it may be difficult to understand how 
removing the fat increases the amount of protein; but the 
explanation is simple. One pound of whole milk contains 
on the average 3°3 per cent., or 0°033 pound of protein, 
and 4 per cent. or o'04 pound of fat. If all the fat is 
removed, there will be left 0°96 pound of skim milk con- 
taining 0033 pound of protein, or about 3'5 per cent., so 


that 1 pound of skim milk would contain about 0°035 pound 


of protein. For the same reason there is a slightly larger 
proportion of milk-sugar in skim milk than in whole milk. 

The value of skim milk as food is not generally 
appreciated. Taken by itself it is rather “thin,” and, to 
use a common expression, “does not stay by.” The 
reason for this is simple: one has to drink a large quantity 
to get the needed nourishment, and, further, it is so readily 
disposed of that it does not satisfy the sense of hunger. 
But when taken with bread or used in cooking it forms a 
very nutritious addition to the food. A pound of Jean 
beef (round steak, for example) contains about 0°18 pound 
of protein and has a fuel value of 870 calories. Two anda 
half quarts, or 5 pounds, of skim milk will furnish nearly 
the same amount of protein and have about the same 
fuel value as the pound of round steak. Two quarts 
of skim milk has a greater nutritive value than a quart of 
oy iters ; the skim milk has 0°14 pound of protein and a fuel 
vilue of 680 calories, while the oysters contains only o'12 
pound of protein and have a fuel value of 470 calories, 
The nutriment in the form of oysters would cost from 30 
to 50 cents, while two quarts of skim milk would have a 
market value of from 4 to 6 cents and a value on the farm 
of from 2 to 4 cents. An oyster stew made of one part 
oysters and two parts skim milk would owe its nutriment 
more to the milk than to the oysters. Bread made with 
skim milk would contain more protein than when made 
with water. A lunch or meal of bread and skim milk is 
very nutritious, as the following computation shows : 


COMPOSITION AND COsT OF A LUNCH OR MEAL OF BREAD AND 











Skim MILK. 

‘ Estimated | . Fuel 

Food-materials. Amount. pace Protein. lees 
EF aha pee i 
Cents. Pound. Calories. 

Bread tas foo}, TO O02; 3) 0°06 755 

Skim milk ... ss | ‘I pt. z 03 170 
| | A 

Total... aay i 4 ‘0g 925 

















The commonly accepted standard for a man at ordinary 
muscular work calls for 0°28 pound of protein and a fuel 


value of 3,500 calories per day ; so that the above lunch | 


furnishes very nearly one-third, of a day’s nutriment and at 
a cost of but 4 cents. If whole milk were used instead of 
skim milk, the cost would be about 6 cents and the fuel 
value 1,080 calories, while the protein would remain the 
same in amount. 

The following lunch, such as might be obtained ina 
restaurant or lunch-room, will serve for the purpose of 
comparison : 
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Food-materials, ) ‘Amount. ; Fuel 





cost. | value. . es 
> ai Ounces.| Cents. | Pound. -| Calories. 
PQUD cnet tances) J geewes 8. oo Oot |. 2) 95 eae 
Beef, ... at 2 — ey, 275 
Potatoes ada. 1» Se _— — 100 
Tarnipa? “'s...° 4)P 8 I — fo Fs 3 
Bread tite, py) 4: — i023 300 
Butter ade RAMS SF —_ — 100 
Coffee : 
Milk ay ae I — _-— 20 
Sugar hae sas 4 _— — 55 
Total’... ies aed ESif0, 20 |" "05 940 


It will thus be seen that the 15-cent lunch, containing 
nine different food-materials, did not have any greater 
nutritive value than the 4-cent lunch of bread and skim 
milk. ) 

The ingredient of our food which costs the most, has 
the greatest physiological value, and is most apt to be 
lacking in ordinary dietaries, is protein. Skim milk has 
nearly all the protein of the whole milk. By the removal 
of the fat in the cream it loses half its fuel value, but 
practically none of the protein. _ What is left has all the 
value of the whole milk for building and repair of tissue, 
for the making of blood and muscle and bone, and half 
the value of whole milk for supplying heat and muscular 
power. When these facts are fully understood, skim milk 
will doubtless be more wisely utilised. The ways in which 
a skilful cook can utilise skim milk in cooking are almost 
endless, and the protein thus added to the daily ration is of 
the utmost importance. 

Cream.—When the globules of fat rise in the milk, they 
entangle among them a considerable amount of milk, which 
is removed with the fat as cream. Cream is thus the butter- 
fat of the milk with some protein and carbohydrates due to 
the intermixed milk, and contains on the average about 43 
times the amount of fat’ contained in an equal volume of 
milk. The amount of protein. and of carbohydrates is 
slightly less than in whole milk. The fuel value of a pint 
of cream is not far from 1,425 calories, or about the same as 
12 pounds of bread, or 13 dozen bananas, or 43 pounds of 
potatoes. Four quarts of whole milk would not furnish 
quite as much energy (1,300 calories), but would increase 
the protein over six times. It is thus seen that cream is 
valuable chiefly for its heat-giving properties and that the 
skim milk contains the valuable protein. When it is con- 
sidered that a pint of cream retails at from 12 to 25 cents, 
and a pound of butter from 18 to 36 cents, and that the 
latter is worth 23 times the former as a source of energy, it 
will be seen that cream is not, as a rule, an economical 
food. 

Buttermilk.—Besides skim milk, there is another im- 
portant by-product resulting from the manufacture of butter 
—namely, buttermilk. In many p'aces this is used as a 
beverage to a considerable extent, and thus used furnishes 
more nutriment than almost any other beverage except 
whole milk and skim milk, unless it be cocoa and chocolate. 
To many persons buttermilk is much more palatable than 
whole milk or skim milk. The average composition of 
buttermilk is quite similar to that of skim milk, though it 
contains slightly less protein and sugar and a very little 
more fat. The fuel value is almost the same—about 165 
calories per pint. An ordinary glass of buttermilk would 
contain as much nourishment as half-a-pint of oysters, or 
two ounces of bread, or a good-sized potato. 

Buttermilk represents the milk that was entangled 
among the globules of fat as the cream was separated from 
the milk. During the manufacture of butter from cream 
the fat globules are brought together and removed, leaving 
the buttermilk. Buttermilk is thus seen to be practically 
the same thing as skim milk, only as a rule it is sour, | 
owing to the cream being soured before churning.— Com- 


piled from Bu.” No. 74, U. S. Department of Agriculture. 
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PROFESSOR TICHBORNE ON THE ADULTERATION OF 
FOOD AND DRUGS. 


a the Health Congress, Dublin, Professor Tichborne 
said : 


It was probably well known to most of the members of 
the Congress that it was contemplated, he might say pro- 
mised by the present Government, to bring in a Bill toamend 
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This movement was the out- 
come of a general consensus of opinion that the Acts as 


| | they stood at present were unsatisfactory in their working. 


He thought he was justified in saying that the public 
| analysts. were not <satisfied, further, that vendors, Ze., 
retailers, wholesale | merchants and manufacturers, were 
also dissatisfied, whilst, Somerset’ House, which was consti- 
tuted a court of appeal by these Acts, seemed to be 
anything but happy. It had resulted in a most contentious 
kind of struggle all round, which had not added one iota 
to the settlement of the numerous questions in dispute ; no 
side had gained in kudos, The public at large, who were 
really the most concerned, understood but very little about 
the question, and in addressing the Congress on the matter 
he hoped to draw attention thereto, but at the same time 
he wished to avoid becoming the partisan of any particular 
class. 

A Committee of the House was appointed, and finally 
reported upon the Foods and Adulteration Acts in 1896. 
It was originally appointed by the previous Government and 
was continued by its successor.. The Committee carried on 
its investigation for three years and examined sixty-eight 
witnesses, and he, the essayist, had the honour of being 
summoned before that Committee in 1895, but circum- 
stances prevented him giving evidence before March, 1896. 
The report of that Committee was in three large Blue 
Books, and dealt in a most exhaustive manner with the 
whole subject. The evidence was taken from every stand- 
point. It dealt with a lot of special recommendations, 
many of which were of great value, and certainly should be 
provided for in the Bill. But there was one great principle 
inserted in the recommendations of the Committee which 
Mr. Chaplin, who was bringing in a Bill on the subject, 
seemed to ignore. It was the backbone of the whole ques- 
tion, and its omission made light of the labours ‘of that 
important and expensive inquiry. What was asked was 
that a representative Board should be constructed whose 
functions should ‘be to determine and fix the standards of 


‘the limits of purity and other questions as to the methods 


to be adopted. That question of the Board had been 
placed by himself before the Committee in 1895; but, as 
he ‘had already explained, circumstances prevented him 
from going forward to give evidence in support of it until 
1896. He was pleased to see that Professor Hehner, who 
had been examined a few days before him, also advocated 
a very similar Board, and as that gentleman was supposed 
to be the mouthpiece of the Society of Public Analysts his 
evidence came with great weight. They had had no com- 
munication with each other. The merchants who felt 
aggrieved by some prosecutions regarded such a Board as 
the way out of the difficulty, and after such a general con- 
currence of opinion, the Committee ended their labours by 
reporting also that this was the way to make the Acts work 
smoothly. Imagine the surprise of all interested to find 
that the whole matter was ignored in the new Bill. 

He would illustrate what was meant by fixing a standard 
of limit by one of the most familiar instances which might 
be considered as typical of many more, viz., the standard of 
limit as regarded water in milk. Water occurred as one of 
the natural constituents of milk. The vendor spun the milk 
out by adding more. Now, in the milk analyses, the 
analyst primarily divided his analysis into three + parts— 
butter fat, solids less fat, and water. He was not now 
dealing with odd ingredients, such as chalk, sheep’s brains, 
glue, starch, e¢ hoc genus omne. Some of these adulterations 
were too gross to withstand the modern analyst, and hence 
become extinct. Now, the butter fat was estimated to 
determine the “richness” of the milk, or to see if it had 
been skimmed ; but the analyst relied upon the solid less 
fat to determine the added water, if any, thus: 


milk 


One pint of milk (con- One pint of Adulterated 
tains a minimum of J water con-! _ \conagee 4°25 solids 
solids less fat, 8°5). taining no( ~_ )less fat, or 50 per 
solids. { cént. of added water, 


This seemed very simple if the solids of the pure milk were 
always constant, but unfortunately they were not. Even 
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eaving out extraordinary samples, pure samples ranged 
rom 8 to 11; per cent. It was self-evident that some 
tandard of limit to pure milk must be fixed, and thus the 
erm standard of limit (not an average, as some would wish 
o establish). This limit should be of such a nature that 
he vendor could sell all his milk as long as it was pure and 
within reasonable limits, but it should not be one which 
would allow him to stretch his milk by the aid of the pump. 
This was one of the few food products which by general 
consent and general necessity they had arrived at a standard 
of limit, and that was that the solids less fat in milk should 
never fall below 8°5 per cent. But this very one was an apt 
illustration of the importance of standard as regarded the 
subject of adulteration. If they took up the book on 
“Milk,” published in 1883 by Dr. Bell, the late head of 
Somerset House Laboratory, they would find a most 
interesting illustration of the importance of fixing fair 
standards. They found that standard of limit of solids less 
fat had been fixed by the Court of Appeal, if he might use 
the term, as 9 per cent., but at the foot of the page in 
the same book they found a note that Dr., now Sir Charles, 
Cameron in 1881 conclusively showed that the majority 
of country cows would not respond to that high limit, and 
so it had been altered by general consent to 8°5 per cent., 
his view being endorsed by analysts in other countries. 
Assuming such to be correct, did it not show that hundreds 
of men for some years had been unjustly prosecuted and, in 
many cases, heavily fined? As a rule the milk vendor 
deserved all he got in that, but let them be just, or the law 
would get into disrepute. In dwelling upon this part of his 
subject, the speaker said he only wished to emphasise the 
importance of fixing these standards, which must be placed 
in the hands of those who know what they are about, and 
that they were not questions which could be left to the 
individual caprice of anyone who chose to adjudicate. As 
long as Somerset House was the court of appeal they must 
be represented upon the Board of Control; but so must 
the analysts and the vendors through their Chamber of 
Commerce, and, as these Acts covered drugs, so must the 
medical profession, however constituted ; but he was sure 
no special Government Department would ever settle these 
questions to satisfy contending interests. They had tried 
it and failed. What did it matter if the Board were called 
the Board of Inland Revenue or the Board of Agriculture ? 


PRESERVATIVES. 


The question of the use of preservatives in food products, 
such as boric acid, salicylic acid, formaldehyde, calcium 
bisulphide, etc., was a burning one at the present time. Some 
analysts were for prohibiting such preservatives altogether. 
Others said they might be used in limited and restricted 
quantities; but the manufacturers said it was right to use them 
without limit, so long as they produced wholesome products. 
Now, who was to determine whether the preservative used was 
wholesome, whether necessary at all, and if so, what would 


be the maximum quantity allowed? He found there was 





the greatest diversity of opinion upon these cases when they — 
came into courts of law. . He maintained thatsuch questions _ 
should first be dealt. with by a Board, who would approach © 
the question from a judicial and unbiassed position, and no — 
manufacturer should be allowed to use any substance for — 
such purpose which was not permitted. If a preservative _ 
be allowed, the amount allowable should be specified and | 
the food products named in which it was permissible, and 
they should never be allowed to be used in quantities for 
the purpose of weight making. Salt, alcohol, spices, hops 
and many other things had long been employed, and no 
one would think of objecting to their use, because of their — 
properties being so well known, Why. should onestand still — 
and refuse to make use of the progress of science in that — 
direction if they were equally harmless ? 


‘THe New PHARMACOPG@IA AS A STANDARD. 


He wished to make a few observations upon the im- 
portant question of the new Pharmacopceia as a standard of 
adulteration of drugs. It would afford subject-matter for a 
lengthened communication by itself, but time would only 
permit him to glance at it in the most superficial manner. 
As regarded drugs and their preparation, the old Pharma- 
copceia had always been accepted.as the criterion, and its 
standards of purity used by the courts. —The Pharmacopceia 
of 1898 would not be likely to lose ground in that respect. 
As one of the Committee who formed the new B.P., he 
could state at once that although it was not compiled from 
the point of view of being an analyst’s book, the tests had 
been very much extended and made more crucial, besides - 
which the standardising had had more attention paid to 
it. It was no longer a student’s book, but was intended 
to be a work of reference, first for the medical man and 
indirectly for the analyst. Thus processes of their — 
modus operandi were ignored, but standards of purity 
and strength were minutely detailed. It was a book for the 
expert. Now, taking the new Pharmacopceia as a whole, 
they would find that with a view to making the medicines 
more efficacious the cost of production had been greatly 
enhanced. Thus the commercial value was very much ~ 
increased, and a corresponding tendency to adulteration © 
would be created, at least it would be so for the next few 
years, which might be called the transition period. An 
endeavour to substitute the old pharmacopceial preparations 
would be very common. There was a term which had 
become very familiar in Dublin, namely, “‘ The housing of 
the very poor,” but there was also a very important question, 
and that was the physicking of the very poor. He meant that 
they should see that the medicine which the medical officers 
prescribed should be pure and up to strength. This was a 
question of life and death, and the medical officer could 
not do his best if he were not backed up by a proper supply 
of medicine. : 

They could only trust to the Local Government Board 
to see to that important question, but the present orders — 
were in direct variance to such a reform being carried out, 
and their order was that the lowest contract in money value 
for drugs to the Poor Law Union must be taken. How — 
could the honest contractor work against such an order 
when some of the contractors openly said they were not 
bound to supply the new pharmacopceial preparations ? 
What were the medical men to do? The Local Govern- 
ment Board say they must trust to the medical officers to 
keep up the quality. How could such a proposition be 
carried out? The strength of ninety-four articles in the 
Pharmacopeeia had been changed. . The medical officer 
prescribed that useful medicine, hypodermic solution of 
morphine—an invaluable medicine, but at the same time a 
deadly one. He thought he was giving one-twentieth of a 
grain of morphine, but he was really giving double that 
quantity. Besides, why should the medical officers convert 
themselves into analysts, even if they possessed the very 
special training necessary for such work? They were not 
paid for it. They had no time to hold two distinct and 
separate functions, and many complications might arise 
which would place them in a false position. 
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Tue New ADULTERATION BILL. 


But the most extraordinary part of the new Bill was the 
fact that it was brought in under the misleading name of 
“ Agricultural Products, etc. (Adulteration).” A Bill 
brought forward this Session, but which was, he believed, 
_ only a pulse-feeler of the contending parties, was introduced, 
to be at once dropped. It was, however, held suspended 
over their heads for the next Session. The “ etc,” was not 
his insertion, but really stood as the heading of the Bill. It 
had evidently been found necessary to explain the objects 
of the Bill by saying ‘ Adulteration.” Something on the 
principle of Artemus Ward’s picture of a bovine, under-. 
neath which appeared the statement, ‘‘ This is a cow.” He 
did not think there was another Act in existence with a 
title similar to that referred to, but, strange to say, it was 
endorsed by Mr. T. W. Russell, who was Chairman of the 
Adulteration Committee. Mr. Chaplin, in introducing the 
measure into the House on July 22nd, said it was alleged 
that the existing Acts would be perfectly adequate 
if they were efficiently administered. Now, the very 
existence of the three years’ Committee was based on the 
assumption that they were not adequate, and the verdict of 
the Committee was that they were quite inoperative, and in 
many cases unjust in their working. It seemed to him to 
shift the responsibility very much on to the Board of 
_ Agriculture. That Board might have a great deal to do 
with the question of butter and milk and the contagious 
diseases of animals, but surely it was a very narrow view to 
whittle the question to such limits as these. What had the 
Board of Agriculture to do with the subject of adulteration 
of wines, medicines, and such-like questions? As regarded 
the Court of Reference, Mr. Chaplin said that the Com- 
mittee recommended a Court of Reference, as it was 
termed, to prescribe standards of quantity and purity for 
all kinds and descriptions of food, but in place of what he 
(Mr. Chaplin) thought would be rather cumbrous machinery 
for the purpose of this Bill, he would propose that the 
Board of Agriculture have power to make regulations, etc. 
Would not the Board of Agriculture be a very cumbrous 
machine for fixing the standards, and whom would it satisfy ? 
It did not even satisfy the Chambers of Agriculture. It 
contained a few clauses which would be very useful in 
connection with the importing of adulterated products from 
other countries, but which would have to be greatly 
modified to make them practical, but save as regards this 
they found the whole Act was contrary to the recommenda- 
tion of the Government Committee. Professor Tichborne 
concluded his paper by expressing his belief that they got 
too much centralisation of local departmental details 
executed in London. If they had a Court of Arbitration it 
would, perhaps, be said that it would be necessary to meet 
in London. Very well; but Ireland and Scotland must 
have their representatives thereon, and when experts had to 
do departmental work it should be done in Ireland and 
Scotland. The Court of Appeal for Ireland should be in 
Ireland, not in London. Every phase of work removed 
from Ireland helped to make it discontented, and not worth 
living in, and it became a returnless waste to the most 
intellectual of its inhabitants. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Derby, on August 26th, John Briggs, landlord of the 
** New Inn,” Chellaston, was summoned for unlawfully sell- 
ing to Joseph Hewitt half a pint of rum which was 29°3 
degrees under proof on July 26th.—He was further sum- 
moned for refusing to sell half a pint of whisky to Joseph 
Hewitt, an officer under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
for the purpose of analysis, on the same day.—Mr. R. S. 
Clifford appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Holbrook, who 
defended, admitted the second charge, but denied the first 
one.—Mr. Hewitt in his evidence stated that on the day 
named he visited the defendant’s house. The person then 
in charge was Mary Ann Nicholson, and he bought from 
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her half a pint of rum, for which he paid 1s. 2d. He told 
her that he wanted it for analysis, and he divided it into 
three parts, and left one part with her. He then asked for 
half a pint of Irish whisky for the purpose of analysis. She 
refused to sell it to him. He asked her three times, but she 
still refused to let him have it. He then left the house. 
In cross-examination witness said he did not see any notice 
in the house to the effect that spirits sold there were diluted. 
Mrs. Nicholson pointed to a notice on the wall, but it was 
hidden behind a number of large bottles. Captain Sandys 
produced the certificate of the public analyst, Mr. John 
White, F.I.C. This showed the rum to be 29°3 degrees 
under proof, corresponding to an addition of 5.5 per cent. 
of excess water. Mr. Holbrook, for the defence, contended 
that the notice saying that the spirits were diluted could 
have been seen by Hewitt, and therefore the Bench could 
not convict the defendant for selling the diluted rum. He 
read a number of cases in support of his statement. He 


- also said the case was a trifling one, and the dilution was 


owing to evaporation. He called-Mrs. Nicholson, who said 
the defendant was her father. On the day named she was 
in charge of the house. There was a notice to the effect that 
the spirits were diluted opposite the bar door, and another 
in the same room over the mantel-piece. The notices were 
able to be seen by people coming into the house. She was 
sorry that she refused to sell the whisky to the inspector. 
He was very insolent, and she lost her temper.—lIn cross- 
examination she said the notice was quite public; but it 
was behind some port bottles, which were black. (Laughter.) 
Her father knew nothing about what she did that afternoon, 
as he was having a nap.—The Bench, after having retired 
to consider their decision, imposed a fine of 5s. and costs in 
each case.—Mr. Milnes said that he hoped in future more 
care would be shown in putting the notices up.— Defendant 
had to pay in all 37s. 6d. Henry William Smithurst, 
landlord of the ‘“‘Red Lion” Inn, Chellaston, was sum- 
moned for unlawfully selling to Joseph Hewitt half-a-pint of. 





rum, which was 33 degrees under proof, on July 26th.—Mr.,. 


Clifford appeared to prosecute, and the defendant pleaded 
guilty—Hewitt and Capt. Sandys were heard in support of 
the case, and the defendant said that it was not his wish that 
the rum should be as it was.—He was fined 1os. and costs, 
in all £1 gs. 6d. | 


At Monmouth, on August 25th, Trevor L. Thomas, 
landlord of the “New Inn,” and John Mills, landlord of 
the “ Rising Sun,” were fined 20s. each and costs for selling 
liquor below proof. 


At Berkeley, Albert Reece, of the ‘Sharpness Hotel,” 
was summoned for selling adulterated whisky. The analyst’s 
certificate showed that the spirit was adulterated 28°5 
degrees under proof, instead of 25. After hearing the 
evidence and the speech of Mr. J. Gledstone, who defended, 
the bench felt that, as the defendant had a notice hung up 
in the bar to the effect that all spirits sold by him were 
diluted and no alcoholic strength was guaranteed, they 
could not convict, and dismissed the case. 


At Wakefield, on August 26th, Thomas Kirby, late 
landlord of the * New Inn,” Dirtcar, near Wakefield, was 
charged with selling adulterated whisky. A sample of 
whisky was sold by the defendant to Mr. Hammond, 
inspector to the Wakefield Rural District Council, and on 
analysis was found to contain 29°3 absolute alcohol, and 
70°7 of water, or 17°3 excess of water.—The defence was 
that the water had been added in error.—The defendant was 
fined £2, and he had also #2 6s. to pay for costs. 


At Belper, on August 25th, Robert Meynell Otte- 
well, Holbrook, licensed victualler, was charged with selling 
half a pint of adulterated whisky on July zoth.—The case 
was admitted. Captain Sandys, who appeared to prosecute, 
produced the certificate of the county analyst, Mr. John 
White, F.I.C., which showed the sample had been reduced 
to 31 degrees under proof ; the sample, therefore, contained 
8 per cent. of excess water.—Defendant attributed the fact 
to evaporation. ——John Hunt, Belper, licensed victualler, 
was summoned for selling adulterated gin on July r9th.— 
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Captain Sandys, the inspector, stated the certificate of the 
county analyst showed the sample to be 42°6 degrees under 
proof, corresponding to an addition of 11°5 per cent. of 
excess water. This was a second offence.—Ottewell was 
fined £1 and £1 1s. costs, and Hunt £1 10s. and £1 1s. 
costs. 

ALFRED GEAR, of the ‘‘ Queen’s Head, ” Great Guildford 
Street, pleaded guilty on August 24th, at Southwark, to 
diluting beer to the extent of 5} gallons per barrel. Mr. 
Hawkings prosecuted for the Excise, and Mr. Ware (Mait- 
lands, Peckham, and Company), for the defendant, said the 
defendant was spending a week at Ascot when the offence 
occurred. Upon his return the barman confessed that he 
had diluted the beer to cover loss from a broken tap. He 
now produced the broken tap. 

Mr. Paul Taylor: I think the production of that broken 
tap most artistic, but I cannot accept it as a defence. The 
fine will be 415, with costs. 

John Richard James, of “The Angel,” Webber Street, 
Blackfriars, admitted a dilution of three gallons. He 
blamed the barman. A penalty of £10 and costs, was 
imposed. 

George Vincent, of the “ Peabody Arms,” Broadwall, 
pleaded guilty to a dilution of one and a-half gallons. -He 
again blamed the barman, and said he had discharged him. 
. Mr. Paul Taylor: That means you have put him into 
another situation. 

Defendant: No; 
line. 

Mr. Paul Taylor : 


he has gone into the green-grocery 


45 and costs. 


PUBLICANS AND THE NOTICE QUESTION. 


At Steyning Brewster Sessions, Superintendent Hooker, 
of the West Sussex Constabulary, reported that three pub- 
licans had been summoned for selling adulterated spirits, 
and all were convicted and fined. Vo notices as to the 
dilution of spirits were exhibited in any of the houses now.— 
The Chaitman (Mr. H. T. West) said the Bench would 
follow the usual course of renewing all the licences. ‘They 
thought a good deal of drunkenness could be avoided if 
the publicans would take a little more care abéut the state 
of the persons whom they served. He hoped that they 
might hear at the end of the year that the superintendent 
had been given support from the licence-holders in this 
respect. 

We hope other districts will follow this example, and 
insist upon the swindling notice being removed or the 
licence being refused. 


MILK. 
ASSAULTING AN INSPECTOR. 


At Epsom, on August zand, George Brewer was 
summoned for assaulting Inspector Martin, the officer of 
the County Council employed under the Food and Drugs 
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Act, and also with refusing to sell milk required for the 
purpose of analysis. Mr. T. W. Meeding, Deputy Clerk to 
the County Council, prosecuted, and Mr. W. H. Dees, of 
Croydon, defended. The charge of assault was first taken. 

—Inspector Martin said on August 11th he went to the 
dairy of Mr. Thomas Miles, at Epsom, where the defendant 
is manager. He asked for a pint of new milk, which was 
served and paid for. Then he told the defendant that it 
was required for the purpose of analysis. ‘‘ Oh, that’s your 
game; you are come here to catch me, are you? ‘This 
is calves’ milk, and you can’t have it.” Witness 
went towards the door, Brewer following. Mr. 

Tyler, County Inspector of Weights and Measures for 
Middlesex, was standing at the door, and they re- 
turned to the dairy, where witness asked Tyler to 
take notes. He again told defendant that he had pur- 
chased the milk for analysis. He put the pint of milk on 
a shelf behind him, and asked defendant if he would have 
it divided, but he did not answer. However, he gave his 
name, and then suddenly rushed forward, seized the jug, 

and, as witness turned, the milk was thrown over his waist- 
coat and trousers, defendant saying, “You came here on 
the catch, and I told you that you shouldn’t have the milk,” 
at the same time completely emptying the jug. The suit 
of clothes he was wearing was practically spoiled. —In 
cross-examination, witness said there was a notice on the 
shop | door, ‘No new milk supplied after nine a.m. or five 
p.m.” It was just after five when he called.—Inspector 
Tyler, who was acting as Martin’s assistant at the 
time, swore that the defendant deliberately threw the 
milk over Martin—The defence was that the de- 

fendant had accidentally served the inspector - with 
skimmed instead of new milk, and that the spilling 
of the contents of the jug over the inspector was 
accidental, when he foolishly attempted to regain possession 
of the milk. Mr. Dees offered an apology, and said his 
client would pay for damage done to the clothes.—Mr. 

Weeding: We have never heard of the apology or the offer 
to pay damage until this moment.—The Bench regarded it 
as a serious case of assault on an officer in the execution. 
of his duty. They fined the defendant 20s. and costs.— 
The summons for refusing to serve the inspector with milk, 
was next proceeded with. After the assault and the 
inspector’s clothes had been wiped down by Tyler, Martin, 
tendered his jug to the defendant, and demanded to be 
served with a pint of milk from the pan which he pointed 
out, also tendering one penny in payment. Defendant 
refused to serve it, but a girl who came in at the time was 
served with a pint from another pan. Martin pointed out to 
the defendant that refusal to serve him wasa serious matter, 
but he declined to let him have milk from the pan.—To 
the Bench: When he first went into the shop he asked and 

paid for a pint of new milk ; that was served and spilled. 

Subsequently he demanded to be served with a pint of. 
milk, without specifying ‘‘new.’—The defence, however, 
was that the inspector having at first asked for new milk,, 
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‘and having been served by mistake from the wrong pan, the 
- defendant was justified in afterwards refusing to serve from the 
‘same pan, and the inspector declined to accept milk from the 
‘pan out of which the girl was served.—The Bench, however, 
‘held that the inspector was entitled to demand milk from 
any particular pan, and they fined the defendant 20s. and 
‘costs on thie summons.—Thomas Miles, the proprietor of 
the dairy, was summoned for having a quart, a pint, and 
half-pint measures in his possession which were not properly 
stamped as required by law. The quart measure was 
unjust, and all of them were of a pattern which did not, 
‘comply with the Board of Trade regulations.—Find tos. 
and costs... hex ¢ 
_ Ar Liverpool, on August 24th, Annie Broadie, living at 
New Bridge House, Aston, Nantwich, was summoned for 
selling new milk which had been deprived of part of its 
cream. The analyst’s certificate showed the milk to con- 
tain only 2°59 of fat, against the 3 per cent. which genuine 
milk should contain. The milk, it appeared, was consigned 
to the Callow Park Dairy Company. The defendant, who 
did not appear, was fined ros. and costs.—Lizzie Whittaker, 
Bank House Farm, Crewe, appeared in answer to a similar 
charge. In this case also the milk was consigned to the 
Callow Park Dairy Company, and the certificate showed 
the fat in the sample to be only 2°84 percent. The de- 
fendant denied that the milk had been tampered with, and 
said it was very extraordinary that while two cans contain- 
ing milk of the same quality had been forwarded, only one 
was found wrong. She was afraid the can had been tam- 
_ pered with on the way. Mr. Kinghorn said the evidence 
was against the defendant, and she would be fined ios. and 
costs.—R. Chamley, Pear Tree Farm, Salwick, Preston, 
was similarly charged, the sample in this case containing 
only 2°65 of fat. Defendant, who said he thought a sample 
should have been sent to him, was also. fined ros. and 
costs. 


At Cupar, on August 22nd, before Substitute Gillespie, 
Samuel Keddie, dairyman, Leuchars, acknowledged having, 
on July 21st last, sold, by the hands of his wife, to John 
Macrae, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, St. 
Andrews, twopence worth of sweet milk, which was not of 
the nature, substance, and quality demanded by him. The 
Fiscal said that 135 per cent. of water had been added to 
the milk. Mr. J. Keir Tasker, Cupar, on behalf of the 
accused, said that Mrs. Keddie had, on being asked by the 
inspector for sweet milk, said she had none on the premises. 
On being pressed, she gave Mr. Macrae some of “last night’s 
milk.” She had only learned after the summons had been 
served that water had been added for the children’s 
porridge. The Sheriff, in passing sentence of a fine of 3os., 
said it was a great mistake for a dairyman to stint his 
children of milk, and he hoped this prosecution would prove 
of advantage to any “ young kiddies” who might be treated 
in the same way as accused’s bairns.—In. passing sentence 
of a fine of #2 upon a St. Monance dairyman for a similar 
offence, his Lordship said he was sorry to see so many cases 
of milk prosecution in the county. He was sure he was 
speaking the sentiments of Sheriff Armour when he said 
that if other cases of the same nature came before the Court 
they would be obliged to impose heavier penalties. 


AT Patrington, on August 27th, Robert Medforth was 
summoned under the» Food and. Drugs Act for adulterating 
milk with water. Superintendent Hornby prosecuted, and 
stated that he bought some milk off a boy named Parkinson 
at Withernsea. The result of the analysis showed 14 per 
cent. of water. Defendant stated that he was away from 
home at the time. Fined ros. and costs, 3s. 


SOMERSET HOUSE AND DR. WINTER BLYTH. 


THE Devonshire Dairies Company were recently charged 
before Torquay magistrates with selling milk adulterated 
with water. When the case was heard there were two 
analyses of the milk. 
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analyst, showed that the milk was adulterated by 14 per 
cent. of added water ; that by the company’s analyst 
asserted that the milk was pure and of standard quality. 
To decide the difference between the two analyses it was 
agreed to submit the sample to the Somerset House 
authorities. At the Court yesterday Mr, F. J. Carter, for 
the Company, said the Somerset House report entirely 
exonerated the Dairy Company,...'The report stated that 
the analysts were of opinion that the sample afforded no 
evidence of the presence of any added water.—Mr. Carter 
commented strongly on the analysis by Dr. Winter Blyth, 
and said it was not the first time that gentleman’s analysis 
had been found to be wrong. The reputation of the Com- 
pany might have been seriously damaged had they not 
been able to appeal to Somerset House.—The case against 
the Company was dismissed, without costs. Ba 


COFFEE. 


At North London on August 28th, William Bradon, of 
Morning-lane, was summoned by the Hackney Vestry for 
selling “coffee” to which the analyst said 43 per cent. of 
chicory was added. The inspector asked for a quarter of 
1s. 4d. coffee, and paid 4d. for it. ‘The defendant declared 
that he sold the coffee as he got it, and was as much 
dependent upon his wholesale dealer to supply him with 
a pure article as the public were upon him, the retailer. 
He proved by invoice that he gave ts. 2d. per lb. for the 
coffee, and sold it tor 1s. 4d. Mr. D’Eyncourt said the 
defendant should have got the guarantee. The defendant 
now said that he did not admit the accuracy of the 
Vestry certificate. He wanted to have his sample 
analysed, but the Vestry officials would not permit him ; and 
the wholesale dealer said they would not be responsible 
for the stuff after he had it in his possession several weeks: 
He himself did not believe the certificate that there was 
57 parts of coffee and 43 parts of chicory, or he could have 
detected it without analysis. He bought the coffee from a 
grocer at High Road, Clapton. He bought it as coffee, 
and thought he should have had it at the price. He 
had been in the business five years, and had bought pure 
coffee at the price. He employed no assistants, and only 
had his wife to help him. Mr. D’Eyncourt elicted that the 
defendant had never been summoned before. He said he 
must inflict a fine, though he considered that the people 
who sold the defendant the coffee were most responsible. 
Fined 5s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


AT Chesterfield, on Aug. 27th, William Janson, a 
Birmingham grocer, was fined 5s. and the costs for selling 
coffee adulterated with 70 per cent. of chicory, on July 7th. 
The defendant, in extenuation, pleaded that he was new to 
the business. His wife knew she was selling the coffee to 
the inspector, but had no idea it was adulterated. The 
Chairman of the Bench (Mr. A. Barnes): Did you drink 
any of the coffee yourself? The defendant: Yes, it seemed 
right enough. Mr. Barnes: With 70 per cent. of water you 
would not care for whisky. (Laughter.) 


MARGARINE. 


At Cupar, Fife, Henry Brough, grocer, Strathmiglo, was 
charged with having, on July 29th, within his shop at 
Strathmiglo, failed to have attached to a parcel of margarine 
exposed for sale by retail in such manner as to be clearly 
visible to the purchaser, a label marked in printed capital 
letters not less than 13 inches square, ‘“ Margarine,” the 
label attached by him on said parcel being almost entirely 
concealed by articles placed in front of it, and further, by 
the hands of Robert Bruce, his salesman, selling to Alex- 
ander Duthie, Cupar District ‘Sanitary Inspector for the 
Cupar District Committee of the County Council of Fife, 


3 lb. of margarine, which was delivered in a wrapper which, 


Mr. Brough pleaded guilty, and 


was not properly marked. 
Mr. Tasker 


was represented by Mr. J. K. Tasker, solicitor. 


assured his lordship there had been no intention of fraud. 
It was an inadvertence that some tins of preserved meat 
had been placed about four inches in front of the margarine. 


~The label was not all visible at the extreme end of the shop, 


‘but when near it it was distinctly seen. He admitted that 
_ his client bad broken the letter, but not the spirit of the 
Act. It was a mere technical breach. Sentence—ss. of a 
fine. ‘ 





MEAT. 


AT Middlesbrough, on August 26th, Robert Russell, 
butcher, was charged with having in his possession the 
carcase of a cow intended for and unfit for human food.— 
Mr. G. E. Barnley prosecuted, and Mr. E. Clarke 
defended. 

Mr. Barnley, in opening the case for the prosecution, 
stated that on the evening of August 2nd a truck arrived at 
Middlesbrough Goods Station with six live animals which 
were consigned to the defendant. It came into the goods 
station at 10.30 p.m., and, what was somewhat unusual, the 
animals were allowed to remain in the truck until four 
o'clock on the following morning. At that time Mr. 
Russell appeared at the goods station, and was assisted to 
get the animals out of the truck. Mr. Russell was a 
butcher who had a slaughterhouse at North Ormesby, 
where he usually slaughtered his animals, and he carried on 
his business in a shop at Middlesbrough and in the 


Middlesbrough market. When the animals were 
brought out of the truck two of them were in 
such a_ state that they could hardly walk. The 


animals were not taken to North Ormesby, but to the public 
slaughter-house, the wife of the caretaker being knocked up 
for the key. The animals remained there the whole of the 
day, and at 10.30 p.m. one of them was obviously dying. 
At 5 a.m. on Thursday the animal was slaughtered in the 
usual way, hung up, skinned, the internal organs removed, 
and it was made ready for sale in so far as it was cut into 
two sides. Nothing remained after that but to cut it into 
joints and sell it to the public. He believed the Bench 
would be satisfied that it was a complete state of prepara- 
tion for sale as food. The two sides of meat were put into 
a part of the slaughter-house where. sides of beef intended 
for sale were always put. The next morning Mr. Anderson, 
the Sanitary Inspector, went down and saw the carcase, and 
it was obviously unfit for food. It was in the last stages of 
tuberculous disease, there being tubercular abscesses as big 
as hens’ eggs in the internal organs. 

Mr. Coleman : Were the internal organs in the slaughter- 
house? 

Mr. Barnley said they were on the premises. So far as the 
internal organs went, it was quite obvious that the animal was 
in an advanced stage of tubercular disease, and there was a 
great tuberculous abscess. in the breastbone, from which the 
person who had dressed the beast had taken the trouble to 
scrape all the matter. 

Mr. George Anderson, Sanitary Inspector, said when he 
saw the carcase in question the sides were properly dressed 
and ready for cutting into pieces. The meat was unfit for 
food. The lungs contained two large abcesses, which were 
full of pus, and the beast appeared to have been in the last 
stage of a wasting disease. All the matter had heen scraped 
out of the abscess on the chest. Witness sent for the 
defendant, who asked him to leave the carcase there until 
it had been inspected by a jury of the Butchers’ Associa- 
tion. By Mr. Clarke: It was his duty to inspect all meat. 
There was no attempt to conceal any part of the carcase or 
the internal organs. He could tell there was something 
the matter with the lungs before he cut into them. If Mr. 
Barker, veterinary surgeon, said that the condition of the 
beast was consequent on adventitious growths resulting on 
an old attack of pleuro-pneumonia he would not stake his 
word against Mr. Barker’s. The caretaker at the slaughter- 
house did not tell him that the defendant had asked for 
him, and that the carcase was waiting for his inspection. 

Dr. Dingle, medical officer for the borough, said he 


- cavity had contained pus. 











inspected the carcase on August 4th. It was in the state 
of preparation which carcases were usually in when intended 
for sale as food. The meat was not fit for human food, 
being tuberculous. There was a large abscess cavity in the 


‘breast bone, which had been cleansed of pus.—By Mr. | 


Clarke: He had had ten years’ experience of tuberculosis. 
Judging from the rest of the beast, he should say that the - 
cavity in the breast was tuberculous. He could not swear 
to a thing that he had not seen, but he had no doubt the 
Assuming that there had been 
no tuberculosis, he could not say that the carcase would be 
unfit for human food.—By Mr. Barnley : There was most — 
plain evidence of tuberculosis. — 

Mrs. Fairbridge, wife of the caretaker of the slaughter- 
house, said she was knocked up by the defendant, who 
said he wanted to put two animals in which were tired and 
lame.—By Mr. Clarke: Her husband was there all the 


| time the animal was being slaughtered. 


Mr. Clarke, commenting on the absence of Fairbridge, 
said if anybody living could prove to their Worships that 
his client had endeavoured to get rid of the pus it was the 
slaughter-house keeper, and yet he had not been called by 
the prosecution. He ventured to suggest that he had no— 
case to answer. His client’s establishment was two or 
three miles away from the goods station, and when he found 
that the animals were lame, it was a most humane thing that 
he did in taking them to the public slaughter-house. One of 
the animals died, and was taken away and destroyed, and the 
other animal was slaughtered in the presence of the market 
keeper. The defendant could then have taken the carcase - 
away. but having found in the process of slaughtering it that 
it had a look about it that he did not like he left it hanging 
up so that Mr, Anderson might view it and pass it or con- 
demn it as he thought fit. Every tittle of evidence that 
might be brought against him was left for inspection, the 
lungs, the throat, and all the internal organs, and he 
maintained that the carcase was left there for the inspection 
of the sanitary inspector, and not for sale at all. ' 

Mr. Coleman said he was compelled to convict on the 
evidence adduced by the prosecution. 

Mr. Belk, magistrates’ clerk, stated that the defendant 
had been previously convicted of a similar offence in 1893, 
when he was fined £15, and in 1897, when he was 
fined £20. 

Mr. Coleman said the defendant would have to pay £40 
and the costs, or go to prison for two months, and informed 
him that if he was again convicted on such a charge he 
would be sent to gaol without the option of a fine. 

Mr. Clarke gave notice of an appeal to Quarter Sessions. 


At Yarmouth, on August 24th, George Sadgrove, pro- 
vision dealer, was summoned for selling bacon unfit for 
food. Inspector Hassall said that on August 13th he saw 
two pieces of bacon that were bad on defendant’s stall in 
the Market Place. Hecalled defendant’s attention to them, 
and he replied that no doubt they were “‘a bit off,” but he 
had only just cut the side and had not noticed their condi- 
tion. The inspector seized the bacon and a magistrate 
condemned it. The medical officer of health said the bacon 
was putrid. It was utterly unfit for human consumption 
and had been destroyed. Defendant, who pleaded guilty, 
was fined a total penalty of 5os. 


POTTED MEAT, 


At the Salford Police Court, on August 26th, Read 
Brothers, of Lower Broughton, were summoned for having 
on their premises unsound meat inte: ded for food. Mr. 
L. C. Evans prosecuted, and Mr. C. McKeand represented 
the defendants. Mr. Evans, in opening the case, stated 
that the two defendants were potted meat manufacturers, 
and for that purpose they required to have. beasts’ heads 
and tongues for the purpose of potting. Their place of 
business. was in Great Clowes Street, Lower Broughton. 
On Friday, August 5th, Inspector Fordham went to the 
premises, and in the yard noticed a cart which contained 
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_ 64 beasts’ heads. These, on examination, were found to be 
unsound. He also found in a storehouse, on a board, 18 
‘tongues, which were putrid. This storehouse was the place 
where the tongues are prepared. One of the .Reads was 
present at the time, and.he said to Mr. Fordham that they 
had been delivered by the Great Western Railway Company 
from Birkenhead, but had been refused because they were 
wet. A man in the employ of Messrs. Read Brothers went 


‘to the Manchester Cold Air Stores with these sixty-four. 
The man at the 


beasts’ heads for the purpose of freezing. 
cold air stores refused to take them, and sent for the 
manager, and he, noticing the condition of the beasts’ heads, 


in turn sent for Mr. King, veterinary inspector to the 


_ Manchester Corporation. It was found that the meat was 

utterly unfit for food. Mr. George Read eventually went 
to the stores and told his man to take the meat back to the 
railway company. It appeared that the beasts’ heads were 
sent from Birkenhead, and arrived at Manchester on Wed- 
nesday morning. When they arrived, a lurryman in the 

- employ of the railway conveyed the meat to the defendants’ 
premises. It was raining at the time, and he 
delivered them in the wet condition. The man 
in charge at Messrs. Reads’ premises refused to take 

‘the meat, as it was not ordered. The carter accordingly 
took it back, and placed a waterproof sheet over the meat. 
Almost on arriving at the goods yard, one of the defendants 
came up and said there had been a mistake, and ordered 
them to be taken back, and they were signed for as being 
in good condition. They were then left until the following 
morning (Thursday) when sixty-four beasts’ heads were 
taken to the cold air stores. Inspector Fordham then 
corroborated Mr. Evans’ statement, and in reply to Mr. 
McKeand said that it was extremely hot on the 4th 
August, and that it was not the sort of weather to preserve 
meat.—Dr. Brindley, of Owens College, said that on the 
4th inst. he examined the meat in question and found it all 
in a state of decomposition. | 

Cross-examined by Mr. McKeand, witness said he was 
aware that it was exceedingly hot on the day in question, 
and, being exposed to the sun, it might have been possible 
for the meat to have gone bad. 

Mr. McKeand produced figures registering the heat of 
the weather in Manchester on the day named, and Mr. 
Evans also produced figures segistered in Salford, which 
slightly differed with those taken in Manchester. 

Mr. McKeand: Of course, we know the sun does not 
shine so much in Salford as it does in Manchester. 
(Laughter.) 

Several other witnesses were called in support of Mr. 
Evans’ statement. 

Mr. McKeand, for the defence, called several witnesses, 
including the butcher at Birkenhead, to prove that the meat 
was in perfectly good condition when it left Birkenhead. 
He (Mr. McKeand) contended that the very hot weather 
which prevailed about that time might have affected the 
meat, and that there was no evidence to show that the 
defendants intended to expose the same for sale. The 
magistrates retired to consider their decision, and on re- 
turning into court the Chairman said they had given the 
case their full consideration. They believed there had 
been an intention on the defendants’ parts to expose the 
meat for sale, and they would each be fined £20 and costs, 
and three guineas extra costs. 


A DISGUSTING TRADE. 
WHOLESALE SEIZURES OF Bap Foop. 


AT Southwark Police Court, on August 27th, it was 
reported that three tons of condensed milk had been 
brought to the Court on Friday afternoon by a Lambeth 
Sanitary inspector for condemnation by the magistrate, but, 
as the Court had risen when the stuff arrived, it was taken 
away again, and was now expected to be brought back for 
Mr. Fenwick to see it. Meanwhile the whole of Montague 
Street, wherein is the public entrance to the Court, was 











-blocked by.a long line.of vestry vans, thirteen in number, 
loaded with seventy-eight large barrels of mixed livers from 


Belgium and America, which had been seized at two 


Bermondsey meat ‘extract factories by Chief-Inspector 


Thomas and Inspector Owner. Immediately upon the 


arrival of Mr. Fenwick, his attention: was called to the 


condition of the livers, and Mr. Thomas asked whether 


_the magistrate would climb upon one of the vans to examine 


a sample, or whether he would perfer to have the vans 
unloaded at the vestry wharf, so that he might proceed 
there later and examine the whole cargo at his convenience? 

Mr. Fenwick decided to make an immediate inspection. 

Mr. Payne, on behalf of certain consignees, said they 
would like to have an inspection by an expert at the wharf. 

Mr. Fenwick said that could easily be arranged. He 
then proceeded to Montague Street and personally inspected 
the contents of the barrels in each of the thirteen vans. 
Mr. Owner, the assistant inspector, plunged his hands into 
the filthy, slimy mass, and brought up various livers of pigs, 
sheep, oxen, and, as he declared, horses also. They 
appeared to be diseased, and were certainly putrid, and the 
air of the street was full of their heavy, sickening odour, 
notwithstanding that the tarpaulin coverings of the vans 
were replaced as quickly as possible. 

Returning into Court, evidence upon oath was given by 
Mr. Thomas as follows: I am sanitary inspector to the 
Vestry of Bermondsey. Yesterday afternoon, accompanied 
by Mr. J. Owner, assistant inspector, I went to some 
premises at the rear of 24, 25, and 26, Salisbury Street, 
Jamaica Road, Bermondsey. I saw three barrels, op2n, 
containing what appeared to be livers, and also a number of 
other barrels. I had them all opened, and examined the 
livers. Nearly all of them were diseased, and, in my opinion, 
the whole were quite unfit for human food. I saw upon 
the premises a gentleman, who said he was Dr. Charles 
Sureties, of New Kent Road, and that the premises were 
his. I knew him previously as being in the meat extract 
line, and he told me the livers had been brought over 
for the purpose of making certain extracts and prepara- 
tions from them. I told hin I should seize the livers 
and submit them to the Court. I have not seen Dr. 
Sureties since. 

Mr. Edwin, solicitor, said he appeared on behalf of Dr. 
Sureties, and wished to ask no questions at present. 

Mr. Thomas, continuing, said he seized thirty-four 
barrels upon the doctor’s premises. He then proceeded to 
the manufactory of Messrs. Ruffin and Co., Grosvenor 
Works, Fort Road, Bermondsey, where he saw fourty-four 
barrels. They also contained livers in a condition rendering 
them quite unfit for human food. They were perished, 
diseased, and rotten, and the slime was most offensive, 
The manager of the works gave him the firm’s card, as fol- 
lows: ‘Ruffin and Co., Grosvenor Works, Fort Road, 
Bermondsey, manufacturers of preserved provisions, soups, 
and all kinds of table delicacies.” (Laughter.) 

The clerk (Mr. Coates).—You seized that consignment 
also ? 

The witness.—Yes, I produce the labels ; they appear 
to have been sent from America to the Continent, and tran- 
shipped to England. 

Mr. Payne, on behalf of Ruffin and Co., said he had no 
questions to ask, and did not think it would be much use 
to have any further examination of the livers. The barrels 
had only been received three or four days and had not been 
opened for use. 


Mr. Thomas.—They were making extract from similar 


stuff while I was there. 

The Clerk.—At all events you don’t oppose the order? 

Mr. Payne.—No. 

Mr. Fenwick.—I order the whole to ‘be’ destroyed, 
Anything more filthy and abominable I never saw. 

The condemned consignments were then removed to 
the vestry wharf, where the barrels will be emptied, and 
their contents conveyed by barge to the Essex Deeps, where 
they will be thrown into the sea. ‘The trade value of the 
livers was estimated at about £150, and with the barrels 
they weighed about 13 tons. 
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“Hardly” had_ the. _waggon-train. of. eer left. t e. street 
before Mr. T. H. Jackson, the Lambeth inspector, arrived _ 
with his seizire of 88 ‘cases of condensed milk, and — 
Mr. Fenwick inspected’them in the. yard. They were seized er 
in a stable occupied bya dealer named A. Josephs, at | = 
5, Little Windmill Street, New Cut, who said they werea | | 
He did not appear, but it was stated that he he 









“Job lot.” 
consented to an order. 


how the stuff would be destroyed. 
_ The Witness: We shall pierce the cans, and throw them 
into the rubbish. barges to be taken down the river. 

Mr. Fenwick : Will they go anywhere near Southend ? 

The Witness: I think not, ae ; they will go into deep 
water. 

Mr. Fenwick : Not too near the Essex coast, I hope. 
(A laugh.) 

The putrid milk was then removed, but the smell of it 
remained in the yard for some time. 


SUPPOSED POISONING BY TINNED SALMON. 


E1iza BETTS, 63, widow, who lived in Scriber’s Lane, 
Yardley Wood, partook of some tinned salmon for break- 
fast on August zoth. She put the remains away in the 
tin, and finished it for her supper. Early on Monday she 
was taken ill with violent: pains in the stomach, and died 
three days later. An inquest will be held. 


GREGORY’S POWDER. 


At. Lambeth, on August 26th, the Prosser Roberts 
Drug Company, of Walworth Road, were summoned, at 
the instance of Inspector Wilson, on behalf of the New- 
ington Vestry, for selling to the prejudice of the purchaser 
a certain drug, viz., Gregory’s powder, which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded by 
the purchaser.—A sample of Gregory’s powder, purchased 
at the defendant’s shop, was certified by the public analyst 
to consist of rhubarb and ginger, 33 parts, and official 
carbonate of magnesia, 67 parts. The British Pharma- 
copeeia requires Gregory’s powder to be made entirely 
with light magnesia, and not with the cheaper official car- 
bonate of magnesia.—For the defence it was said that the 
assistant who mixed the mixture was to blame.—Mr. 
Hopkins ordered the defendants to pay a fine of 4os. and 
costs. 


SCOTT’S EMULSION. 


Scott & Bowne, proprietors of ‘Scott’s Emulsion,” 
have served on Joseph E. Blackburn, the Ohio drug and 
‘food commissioner, papers in a large damage suit instituted 
against him The petition demands something like 
$100,000, The case grows out of the recent prosecution 
of a dealer: handling the emulsion named by the State 
Drug and Food Department before Squire Winkler, at 
Cincinnati. When the jury disagreed in this case Mr. 
Bowne, then at Narragansett Pier, wired his Columbus 
attorney to bring suit for damages. The petition had been 
prepared some time previous, but on the heels of Mr. 
Bowne’s telegram came the dismissal of seven of 
Commissioner Blackburn’s employéés, and the com 
missioners departure for the East. The Columbus 
attorney thereupon sent the petition to Joseph Choate, 


the firm’s'» New York counsel, and the summons 
was served on Mr. Blackburn at his hotel in New 
York city. As a result of this move the commissioner 


will: be put to the expense of defending the suit in the 
New York courts. The suit is based on the publication at 
the food commissioner’s instance of analyses made of Scott’s 
Emulsion by chemists for the State Drug and Food depart- 
ment. Scott & Bowne declared these analyses incorrect. 
It is asserted: that food’ department circulars containing the 
analyses were sent-to papers as distant as San Francisco, 
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and England, and that the damage to the firm was at leas 
1 #504 000 dollars. —Paint, Orr and Fig Review. f 7 sent: 
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te HOKEY- POKEY ‘ANALYSIS. ie rs 
SEVERAL inquests. have lately. been held i in ‘the: East 


of ¢ ‘ 
Mr. Fenwick made the order aésidrdingly, bid then asked ‘T Engl_.on: she: wietms..of tpe-grearmj apd gba, pokey pokey 


vendor knows that his wares must be above suspicion or his 
takings will be infinitesimal. Within a short distance of 
Shoreditch Church an ice-cream vendor has recently em- 
bellished his stall with the following notice: 

We defi inspeckshun. 


Analis. 
Milk =i 4 60 pur sent. 
Shuger rie 20 do. 
Miselayneus AN avy Odo, 
Vaniler. 7s. 4: do, 


This enterprising Italian probably employed one of the 
Somerset House analysts (?) to produce the above. We 
know no other analytical mangling shop where so choice a 
specimen could be obtained. 


DESTRUCTION OF IMMATURE FISH. 


Ir is reported that at a meeting of the Lancashire 
Sea Fishery Board, held at Preston on Monday, it was 
decided to press for immediate legislation to prevent the 
wholesale destruction of immature fish. 

The following is the result of a haul made on the 23rd 
by the Fishery Board steamer John Fel/, on the Burbo 
Bank shrimping ground with an ordinary shrimp trawl : 
Shrimps, 13 quarts ; soles, 562, length, 3-roin. ; plaice, 271, 
length, 5-1oin. ; whiting, 2,860, length, 3-44in. ; ’ dabs, 2,031, 
length, 3-7in.; haddock, 46; ray, 13; conger, 2; total, 
5,785. The net was down for one hour and a quarter. 
When we consider, says Mr. A. Hamilton King, that there - 
are about 100 trawlers in the estuary of the Mersey alone, 
each making several hauls per day, it is obvious that the 
destruction of immature fish may be reckoned by millions 
daily. This is a serious question, affecting both the fishing 
industry itself, and also the food supply of the country 
generally, and immediate legislation on the matter is 
imperative. 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH CONGRESS AND TUBERCULOSIS 
IN CATTLE. 


THE following resolutions were passed by the Conference 
at Dublin: 

‘“With a view to safeguarding the public health, it is 
imperative that sound meat and milk, free from tuberculous 
taint, should be distributed, and that the premises used for 
the housing of milk-producing cattle should be suitable, and 
it is considered essential that the duty of supervising these 
conditions should be carried out under the surveillance of 
qualified veterinary surgeons.” 

‘““This Conference is satisfied that tuberculosis cannot 
effectually be brought into control unless special provisions 
are made for the periodical inspection by qualified medical 
officers of all persons engaged in the general supervision and 
care of food-producing animals.” 

“This Conference recognises the utility of tuberculin as 
a most valuable aid to the diagnosis of tuberculosis ; but as 
its indiscriminate use would be fraught with danger and 
open to abuse, it is considered advisable that its distribution 
should be officially controlled and its application or use 
piaced in the hands of qualified veterinary surgeons only.” 

‘In the opinion of the Conference it is at once just, 
expedient, and according to the invariable practice of the 
British Legislature, that when an animal which showed no 
outward sign of tuberculosis during life proves after 
slaughter to be affected, and the carcase or any portion 
thereof, is accordingly confiscated in the public interest, the 
owner should receive compensation for the meat so 
confiscated.” 
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Bec poms 10, 1898. 
COLEMAN’sS 
- “WINCARNIS” 
LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 


I8 THE FINEST TONIC IN THE WORLD. 

OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 

; Have been received from Medieal Men. 

SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 
if ‘ Have been awarded. 

Soild in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 
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; Sole Manufacturers : 
_ COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
A 2. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 833 Stamps 
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__ Foop anD SANITATION will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates :— 


i Three months 1/8 
x i Six oo 3/ 3 
F Twelve ,, 6/6 


Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria 
_ Lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
- are to be addressed. 


Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III, V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
row London, E.C, Price 5/- each. 


_ Binding Cases for Foop anp Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
_ lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each. 
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THE ADULTERATION OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE. 


WE have received from the Royal Lancashire Agri- 
cultural Society a copy of the report of samples taken and 
Prosecutions instituted by the Society during the year 1897. 
It has been reprinted from the Society’s Journa/ for the 

year 1898. The inspector in his report says : 

“T have again to submit the annual report of my work 
during the year. My time has been fully occupied with 
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the fraudulent dealers in margarine and adulterated butter ; 
generally speaking, I have been successful in my efforts at’ 
the various courts within the County Jurisdiction. Although 
in the Royton district I had a case twice before the Royton 
justices, and on both occasions the Bench were equally 
divided, and, of course, to-day stands in abeyance, as well 
as three others in the same district, two of which proved 
warranties. In consequence of a decision of the Queen’s 
Bench—Derbyshire v. Houliston (Manchester Corporation) 
—I attach copy review of inspector by the Grocer’s reporter, 
which will explain. Since then I have had some half-dozen 
cases of similar character running up to 22°70 per cent. 
water, which I have not taken action in, through this 
decision in the Queen’s Bench, they having notified me as 
to warranty. 

“One of the chief things that calls for early attention 
is the law as to warranty. In consequence of the above 
decision the Food and Drugs Act in many cases is now 
absolutely inoperative. Let us have it properly defined, so 
that we may know exactly where we stand. I suppose it is 
not my province to make any observations thereon, as the 
legal advisers of the Government will. be aware of its pre- 
sent action. I have had at the smaller courts, within a 
radius of a dozen miles from my office, some most inade- 
quate fines considering the offences in margarine cases, 
where the prices charged were that of butter—in passing, 
one case in particular, where margarine contained 24°08 per 
cent. of water, the fine in the case being only 5s. Let me 
mention that in many certificates of margarine I find a large 
percentage of water, ranging from 16 per cent. up to 24°08 
per cent. Why the public are allowed to be swindled with 
water in oleo fat, beef tallow, other fats and grease, is 
difficult to tell, seeing that no addition of water is allowed 
in the sale of hogs’ fat or lard. Why the indulgence? I 
suppose because it has been churned through the milk and 
coloured to resemble butter. 

**T have had five dismissed cases, and have taken 262 
samples of butter and margarine for County authority, re- 
sulting in 132 convictions, with fines amounting to £143 
18s. 6d. I have had in addition four convictions for the 
Society, being in the Borough of Southport. Nominal 
penalties of 1ros., with analyst’s fees, ros. 6d. in each case, 
and £1 1s. each for advocate’s fee. Defendants recover 
all costs, and I believe some compensation from wholesale 
dealers. I have only taken one sample of cheese, which 
was pronounced genuine. Total convictions, 136, or 
slightly over 50 per cent., upon samples purchased. I trust 
the Government will see its way to establish a standard of 
water in butter as well as margarine. 

“IT communicated with the Agricultural Department of 
the Dominion Government of Canada as to results of their 
analysis for water in butter throughout the Dominion, from 
Nova Scotia right through to the North-West Territories, 
and the average is 8°97 per cent. of water in their butter. 
I have also communicated with some of the best authorities 
in America, and the general result is about ro per cent. 
water in firkin butter. The public analyst’s maximum is 
most liberal, viz., 15 per cent. 

“T again wish to remind the Committee there is that 
large amount of adulterated butter sold to the confidential 
order, or fainily trade, which neither I nor any other 
inspector can get at, and would remind the better classes 
that they are swindled as well as the poor, and that mixtures 
of butter and margarine should not be allowed, neither to 
have margarine coloured the same colour as butter. There 
is no end of sharp practice behind glass screens, as well as 
cases similar to No. 88. I would suggest that it should be 
sold in no other form or way than fairly exposed for sale by 
retail upon the counter, fair to the vision of the public pur- 
chaser, and not screened with bottles, packets of tea, and 
other substances. Dishes accidentally wrong way about, 
always getting that way accidentally in siding up 
or siding down, at all hours of the day. Then, 
when they have thrown meal in the eyes of the 
Bench—to chuckle and grin at. their success—a modern 
dish labelled under like a saucer, so that the public standing 
up to the counter cannot see the label without bending 
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cisely the same colour upon one dish, and deceive according 


to customer—if the customer is safe, give him or her mar- 


garine for butter. I say again, let it be fairly exposed 
openly upon the counter. 
man’s stomach, but most decidedly help his pocket. 


It is to be hoped the Government will legislate in 
at least halt-a-dozen 


the next Parliament, and_ that 
inspectors will be appointed ; they would work wonders. 
Direct authority from the Government 


in excegs, as well as mixtures of foreign fats in butter, as I 
feel satisfied that tens of thousands of pounds sterling are 


paid for water in excess as butter to the Germans and 
Hollanders, and the point of landing is the place to take 
_ samples of such before it is distributed. A good judge 
would only take samples of which he had good reasons, and 


not glut Somerset House with a lot of useless samples. I 


must now come to a conclusion, and in so doing I say 
to-day I am fast gaining ground ; there is far less adulteration 
and fraud than there was a year ago—to instance, in one 
section of the county last year I had thirty convictions, this 


year only six. Wherever the law is carried out with a firm 
hand, not necessarily severe, there is great improvement. 


Before closing, I would:remark that the Government fixed 


a minimum as well as the maximum of fine or penalty. 


“TJ do not suppose that to-day there is anywhere in these 


kingdoms a mixed population of the same number as 
under the jurisdiction of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
in the same order, and so free from this fraudulent abuse in 
the sale of margarine adulterated butter as here, although 
we are far from perfect. My last word shall be that the 
change for the better has been most marvellous.” 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Kingsclere Petty Sessions C. E. Rhodes, of the Swan 
Hotel, Kingsclere, was charged with having sold on the 
27th July one pint of whisky which was not of the required 
strength. Mr. C. Lucas, of Newbury, appeared for the 
defendant. 

Mr. D. Bayley, Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, said he went to the Swan Hotel on the 27th July and 
asked the defendant’s daughter if she would supply him 
with a pint of whisky. This she did and charged 2s. 8d. 
He then told her that he had purchased it for the purpose 
of having it analysed. He divided the whisky into three 
parts. She took one part, one part he sent to the analyst, 
and the other part he now produced. The analyst’s certifi- 
cate showed the sample to be 33°70 under proof. By Mr. 
Lucas: He had been in the Swan occasionally. He didn’t 
go in the bar, neither did he sec any notice put up with 
respect to the dilution of spirits. 

Mr. Lucas then called defendant’s daughter, who stated 
that she supplied the whisky to the inspector. As there 
was not quite sufficient she made up the pint with water. 
She was severely reprimanded for doing so. The notice 
was hanging up in the bar. 

The Bench fined defendant 5s. and costs, £1 2s. 6d. 

At Swadlincote Leonard Crossley Snelson, licensed 
victualler, of Linton, was charged by Captain Stairs Sandys, 
inspector of foods and drugs, with selling adulterated whisky 
at Linton on June 27th.—Defendant pleaded guilty.— 
Captain Sandys proved the purchase of the whisky, its 
division, and the analyst’s report, which stated that the 
whisky was 6°8 under the required standard, or 31°8 under 
proof.—Mr. W. A. Musson urged, on defendant’s behalf, 
that his wife diluted the whisky unknown to him.—Fined 
21s. and costs, in all “1 18s. 6d. 

At the West Riding Police Court Thomas Kirby, land- 
lord of the New Inn, Dirtcar, Crigglestone, was charged 
with selling adulterated whisky. Mr. A. D. Smith 
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down to look under. Yellow letters is another device which 
cannot be seen or read in gaslight, and numberless other 
means to deceive the public, not forgetting a square block 
of margarine and another of butter joined together of pre- 


Council, 


This could not hurt the poor 


would have 
a wonderful effect, as well as a couple of the best 
men at points of landing, who were good judges of water 


adulterated whisky. 
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and Mr. 


was supplied by the landlord’s daughter, Mrs. Smith. 


He sent one to Mr. Allen, the analyst, 


and was in a great hurry to get things ready, and she then 
mixed the spirits for her father. He said that they were 
ignorant of the proper way of mixing, and therefore had 


to go on what they were told. They had previously got 
an inferior whisky, but the one referred to they got straight ° - 
from bond, and Mrs. Smith was directed by another 
publican to put three pints to the half gallon. 


This she 
did, but did not test it. Mr. Burton pointed out the fact 


that the Inspector of Nuisances was well known in Criggle- 
stone, and if Mrs, Smith had been trying to defraud the 
public she could have easily given him some better kind. 
The Chairman then asked if whisky came under the head 
of nuisances. Mrs. Crowther, late Smith, corroborated Mr. 
Burton’s statement, and pointed out the fact that her 


husband (Mr. Crowther) was now landlord. The Bench ~ 


decided to fine defendant. £3 2s. 6d., as it was the first 
offence. 


At Sevenoaks Petty Sessions, Charles Sayers, landlord 
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prosecuted on behalf of the Wakefield Rural Distric _ 
W. H. Burton defended.—Mr, — 
Hammond, the inspector, said he visited the premises on — 
the r1th July, and bought a pint of whisky at 2s. 4d. He — 
Hex 
informed her of his object, and divided the whisky into the 
usual three parts. ; 
who said that there was an excess of 17°3 per cent. of water. © 
—Mr. Burton, in defence, stated that on the morning of — 
the inspector’s visit Mrs. Smith was going to be married, 


















of the Lamb Inn, Sundridge, was summoned for selling ; 


Mr. Gregory, solicitor, Bromley, 
defended. P.C. Marsh stated that he visited the defendant’s 


house under the instruction of Superintendent Holman, and 
purchased some whisky of the defendant’s barman, which 


was afterwards divided by Superintendent Holman into three 
parts, and the defendant was informed that the whisky had 


been purchased for the purposes of analysis. In reply to 
Mr. Gregory, the witness said he also purchased some rum at 
the defendant’s house. He saw a notice hanging up in the 
bar notifying that all spirits sold at the establishment were 
diluted. Superintendent Holman said he submitted the 
sample of whisky to the Public Analyst, whe had certified 


that it was 1°28 per cent. below the required quality. Mr. — 


Gregory, for the defence, contended that the notice 
hanging in the bar stating that all spirits sold were diluted 
relieved the defendant of all responsibility. He further 
pointed out that the whisky was diluted to the very smallest 
limit, and this, he maintained, had resulted from evapora- 
tion. ‘Therefore, the defendant had not, in the words of 
the summons, been guilty of unlawfully and wilfully adul- 
terating his whisky. The Magistrates cautioned the 
defendant, and dismissed the case on payment of the costs, 
IOS. 

Ar Newark, Joseph Price, publican, of Elston, was 
summoned for selling adulterated spirits on July 28th.— 
Mr. W. A. Smith appeared for defendant.—Mr. Garforth, 
Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, said he visited 
defendant’s house on the day in question. As he entered 
the house he went into a small bar-room. He did not see 
defendant, but his wife. He called for two 4d. of whisky 
and two 3d. of gin, which were brought and for which he 
paid. Witness then informed Mrs. Price that he was an 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, and should send 
the samples to be analysed. He then divided the samples 
in three parts, which he sealed up. One he gave to 
defendant’s wife, one he kept himself, and the other he sent 
to be analysed. Defendant’s wife then said. there ought to 
be a notice up; but the maid had been cleaning the room, 
and had put the notice away in the cupboard, which she 
produced. The analysis showed that the whisky was 75°4 
under proof, with 24°6 of added water, and the gin 35 
under proof; with 89°1 added water. He saw a notice in 
the taproom ; there was also a notice in the cupboard of 
the small bar.—Counsel quoted a case where it had been 
proved that where a notice hung in one room was sufficient 
to meet the requirements of the Act.—The Bench fined 


defendant 5s. and ros. 6d. costs. They would not, however, 
endorse the licence. 
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- BEER. 


a : 
_ Art Penge, on August 30th, John Henry Francis, of the 
Alexandra Hotel, Parish Lane, Penge, was summoned by 
‘the Excise authorities for diluting beer contrary to the 
‘statute. 
_ Mr. Benjamin Hawkins, from the Solicitors’ Department, 
Somerset House, prosecuted on behalf of the Inland 
Revenue. 
The defendant, who was Per cnreeentert pleaded guilty 
as being responsible for the action of his cellarman and 
manager. — 
“a Counsel for the prosecution first called Mr. John Fox, 
an officer of the Inland Revenue for the hamlet of Penge. 
He deposed to taking samples of ale and stout upon the 
defendant’s premises on June 11th. 
_ Mr. Charles Henry Burge, Government analyst, stated 
that he received the samples referred to on June 13th. 
There were two samples of stout, and three of ale. Having 
analysed the contents, he found one sample of stout to 
contain 1°9 gallons of water to 18 gallons of stout ; the 
other sample contained 1°25 of water to 18 gallons of stout. 
The first sample of ale he examined contained 1} gallons of 
water to the hogshead of 56 gallons; the second sample 
was 1% gallons of water to the hogshead ; and the third 
¢ gallon to the hogshead. At the time those samples were 
taken waste had been added to the cask, which was contrary 
to the Act. The defendant’s was a fully- licensed house, at 
the annual rateable value of £150. 
_ The counsel for the prosecution informed the Bench 
that the cost of the prosecution would be £2 17s., in 
addition to the ordinary Court fees. 

Defendant said he had been in business for twenty 
years, and had never been summoned before. 

Mr. Judd said these cases were far from common, and 
he thought that more care ought to be exercised and more 
visits paid by the Excise authorities to these houses. It 
_was the duty of the officers initiating those prosecutions in 
_ the district to give the Bench the fullest possible informa- 
tion of the charges preferred. He had no sympathy with 
the defendant, who, with his twenty years’ experience, 

ought to have known better. The case was more serious 
_ than those they had before them last week. The defendant 
was ordered to pay a fine of £35, £2 17s. costs, and 
13s. 6d. Court fees, making altogether £38 ros. 6d. 


3 


MILK. 


_ Ar Southwark on September rst, Mark Harris, of 12, 
Queen Elizabeth Street, Horselydown, appeared to an 
adjourned summons alleging that he had sold to Inspector 
Ashdown, of St. Olave’s, milk from which 33 per cent. of 
cream had been abstracted, and to which 4 per cent. of 
water had been added. Mr. Howes prosecuted on behalf 
of the district board, and Mr. Kirby defended the accused. 
_ The case was adjourned in order that the defendant 
might have a Somerset House analysis of a portion of the 
sample which was taken on July 22. 

Mr. Howes now stated that he had received a com- 
munication from Somerset House, stating that the milk, 
when it reached the laboratory, was in ‘‘ too churned-up a 
state for analysis, and they had therefore been unable to 
make one.” 

M. Kirby thereupon claimed that the case should be 
dismissed, but the magistrates observed that it was the 
defendant’s own fault that the analysis had been delayed. 
! The defendant went into the box and stated that the 
-milk was sold as supplied to him by the wholesale dealers, 
Walker and Quince. 

Mr. Kennedy questioned him sharply, and then asked 

if he had been previously convicted. 
: Inspector Ashdown said he had been fined £3 for 
milk and £2 for butter. 
: Mr. Kennedy: I thought so. It was with great diffi- 
culty that I squeezed out of him the time that the milk 
was in the “wash-up” shed, If he puts off the Somerset 
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House analysis until he comes into Court, he does so at 
his own risk, and can’t blame Somerset House. It is not 
a high deficiency, but looking at the surroundings, I regard 
it as a deliberate attempt to cheat the purchaser. The 
defendant must pay a fine of £10 and 14s. 6d. costs. 


Art St. Columb, Reuben Hellyar, farmer, was summoned 
for selling, through his agent, milk adulterated with 9 per 
cent. of water. For the defence, Mr. G. F. Nicholls stated 
that the milk was sold by the servant of the person to whom 
the defendant delivered milk, and that being so the wrong 
individual had been summoned.—The magistrates did not 
consider the case proved, and dismissed it. 


AT Liverpool, on August 30th, John Wilson, milk 
dealer, 11, Norfolk Street, appeared to a summons taken 
out at the instance of the sanitary department of the 
Liverpool Corporation for contravention of the regulations 
relating to milk dealers. From the statement of Mr. 
Cripps, who conducted the prosecution, and Dr. Manby, 
assistant Medical Officer of Health, it appeared that a 
couple of months ago the department, who were very strict 
in their regulations for preserving the purity of milk, found 
reason to warn the defendant against having other articles 
of merchandise, such as candles, soap, and vegetables, all 
in close proximity in the same shop. A few weeks had 
been allowed him to make alterations, but a summons had 
eventually to be taken out.—The defendant explained that 
the delay had occurred through his having failed to get a 
suitable shop. Failing that, he was putting a partition so 
as to keep the milk quite separate from the other goods.— 
The magistrate imposed a finé of ros. and costs. 


AT Portsmouth, on August 27th, Frederick Budd, of 
18, Wiltshire Street, Southsea, was summoned for selling 
milk from which 14 per cent. of cream has been abstracted 
without disclosing the same.—Mr. G. H. King prosecuted, and 
Mr. E. Hobbs defended.—Defendant pleaded that owing 
to a great demand during the hot weather he had had to 
purchase milk without a warranty, and he had sold it as 
purchased. Usually his milk was bought under a written 
guarantee. During his twelve years in business he had had 
no previous conviction against him although numerous 
samples had been taken. The bench imposed a fine of 
#2 128., including costs. 


BORIC ACID IN MILK. 


At Neath, on August 26th, Samuel Davies, a milk 
vendor, of Briton Ferry, was charged with selling milk 
adulterated by the addition of boric acid. Defendant 
said he sold the milk as he received it from Llangaddock. 
Mr. Phillips, who supplied him with it, admitted that he 
added the boric acid, and that he did so to preserve the 
milk. The Bench believed the defendant’s story, but im- 
posed a fine of ros. and costs. ——Thomas Thomas, Pant- 
shanol Farm, Skewen, was charged with selling milk from 
which 14 per cent. of the cream had been abstracted.—The 
Bench imposed a fine of 20s. and costs. 


SKIMMED CONDENSED MILK. 


Mr. SHIEL had before him last week five summonses, 
taken out by the Camberwell Vestry against tradespeople 
carrying on business in their parish, for selling, to the pre- 
judice of the purchaser, a certain article of food, viz., con- 
densed skimmed milk, from which a large proportion of the 
original fat had been abstracted, so as to injuriously affect 
its quality, substance, or nature, without making disclosure 
of the alteration.—The defendants were William King, of 
Crown Street; Charles Bone, of Avenue Road; Mrs. Smith, 
of Wyndham Road; William Harris, of Bishops Road ; 
and Mrs. Brown, of Crown Street.—Mr. G. W. Marsden, 
solicitor to the vestry, appeared in support of the summonses, 
which were taken out under the recent decision of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench in the case of “Petchley v. Taylor,” inwhich 








it was held to be an offence under section 9 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, to sell, ascondensed skimmed milk, milk 
_ which was in fact condensed separated milk, without label- 
ling it as separated milk.—The facts were not in dispute, 
but Mr. F. W. Beck, who represented three of the defen- 
___ dants, pointed out that the defendants simply purveyed the 
st article supplied to them by the manufacturers. All of the 
3 tins were distinctly labelled “condensed skimmed milk.” 
For some time it was held that that was a sufficient dis- 
closure of the contents of the tins, but in March of the 
: present year the decision in the case of “Petchley and 
Taylor” was given. Immediately after that case was 
decided the whole trade loyally did what the High Court 






described the milk as separated milk. But the trade was a 
_ large one, and there were, of course, thousands of the old 

tins in circulation.—Mr. Sheil ordered each of the defen- 

dants to pay a nominal penalty of ros. and ras. 6d. costs. 


e 


EXCESS OF WATER IN BUTTER. 


At the Abbeyfeale Petty Sessions, Sergeant Kennedy, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, summoned several 
farmers for selling butter containing an excess of water. In 
cases where the quantity of water in butter exceeded 20 per 
cent., fines ranging from tos. to 15s. were inflicted on the 
offenders. There were nine other cases in which the excess 
of water did not reach 20.per cent.—Mr. D.. Leahy, 
solicitor, who was engaged for some of the defendants, said 
it was the rule in that Court and in many others that no 
fine would be imposed in cases where less than 20 per 
cent. of water was found in butter. Notwithstanding that 
rule of the Court, the grand jury insisted on ordering 
prosecutions, simply because some of its members were 
largely interested in creameries, and in that way they 
attempted to strike a blow at every butter market in the 
country, particularly Abbeyfeale, which had always been 
noted for its excellent butter. He would thank their 
Worships to grant costs in each case against the grand 
jury, as they had ignored the order of the Bench on cases 
similar to those already dismissed.—Mr. French, R.M., 

_ said that the grand jury were the proper persons employed 
| to carry out the Act, and those who are in the habit of 
manufacturing butter with 16 per cent. of water will think 
themselves fools when they don’t use 20 per cent.—All 
the cases under 20 per cent. were dismissed, and an order 
for 5s. costs in each case was made against the grand jury. 
—Mr. French, R.M.: 1 must be taken as dissenting from 

the order of costs. 





THE MARGARINE ACT. 


EMPLOYER vy. SHOPMAN. 


At Harlesden on September rst, David Greig, of 56, 
Craven-park-road, Harlesden, was summoned by Middle- 
sex County Council Inspector Watts, for exposing unlabelled 
margarine for sale. Mr. Greig summoned his shopman, 
Oscar Briginshaw for a similar offence.—Inspector Watts 
asked for a half-pound of butter in Greig’s shop, and when 
being served was told it was margarine. It 
labelled margarine. 

Mr. W. O. Ricketts, solicitor, contended that under the 
5th Section of the Act, Greig, who had twenty shops, had 
used “ due diligence” to comply with the Act. Briginshaw, 
his butterman, had the labels supplied to him, but neglected 
to place them on the goods. He was summoned under 
the same section which laid down that he should be con- 


victed and the employer exempted from penalty if such 
was the case. 


Briginshaw admitted he was solely to blame. 
Mr. Bird (Chairman) fined Briginshaw tos. and costs, 
and dismissed the summons against the employer, Greig. 


was not 


Stevenson, flesher, Buckie, was charged with having in 
possession, in premises in Guild Street occupied by 1 
Caledonian Railway Company, two quarters of beef, 
weighing 21olbs. or thereby, which had been intended for 
human food, but which had been found by the sanitary 
inspector to be diseased and unsound and unfit for such 
food, and which had heen destroyed by the inspector as 
unfit for being used. 
defended by Mr. A. E. Smith, advocate. 


told them they ought to do, and altered their labels, and > 


| about three o’clock on Monday morning by Stevenson and _ 













In Aberdeen Police Court, on August 30th, George 







He pleaded not guilty, and 






Mr. Budge, sanitary inspector, Buckie, who was the first. 
witness, said that he had examined a cow at Bailhill Cottage 
on Saturday, July goth, and found it moaning and apparently 
in pain, It was a red milchcow. On Monday, August rst, — 
the animal, he heard, was removed to the slaughter-house, 
and on information supplied he went there and found two 
sides of beef hanging. Mr. Stevenson asked him to examine 
them, and he did so in a “rough” way, as he was ina burry, - 
The skirts had been removed, and on his pointing that out 
to Mr. Stevenson and asking an explanation, he said that 
beef had been wanted for the shop. As the case was as 
suspicious one, he determined to get the medical officer to 
examine the sides, but when he called at the slaughter- 
house about two hours afterwards, about 11 o’clock, the 
carcase was gone. He afterwards went to Stevenson’s shop, | 
and his brother, who was there, said he knew nothing about — 
the carcase. Witness told him he must consider it seized. 
From subsequent inquiries he found the carcase had been 
sent to Buckpool Station, and he wired to the sanitary 
inspector at Aberdeen. On August 2nd he called at the 
shop and saw Geo. Stevenson, who refused to give him any 
information, saying he could fish it out for himself, 7 

Cross-examined at great length by Mr. Emslie Smith, he 
said he did not inform the person in whose possession the 
live animal was that he had suspicions about it, because at 
that time he had no jurisdiction over it. 9 

The Procurator-Fiscal pointed out that the inspector 5 
could only deal with meat intended for human consump- 
tion, and that there was no suggestion at the time that the 
animal was to be killed. q 

Police-Sergeant Reid gave evidence as to seeing the — 
cow at Barhill, moaning and ill, and as to finding that the 
carcase of the animal had been despatched by Stevenson 
for Dundee by train leaving about one o’clock. In cross-_ 
examination, he did not admit that the animal was moaning — 
because it was hungry. = 

George Garden, cattleman, Mill of Buckie, spoke to — 
seeing the animal alive, and as to its being a “rotten cow, 
dying with consumption or ulcers,” and as to its removal _ 




















another in the direction of Buckie. 4 
Alex Scorgie, crofter, spoke to the cow having been “a 
dying-like beast.” & 
Mr. Kenneth Cameron spoke to examining the carcase _ 
at Aberdeen and finding it to be exceedingly soft, dis- 
coloured, and dark, and in his opinion unfit for human 
food. The animal, in his opinion, had suffered some febrile. 
disease. “ 
Dr. Rennet said the carcase, as he examined it, was 
soft, watery, very dark in colour, with a putrid smell. The — 
animal had suffered from some acute fever. = 
Baillie Brown found the charge proved. 


He had no 
doubt that when Budge said it was all right Stevenson — 
imagined the carcase was passed, but when he was in-— 
formed at 11.30 that it was to be considered seized, he had — 
time to stop the carcase being sent by train. He must pay 


a fine of £3, with £3 of expenses, or suffer 21 days’ 
imprisonment. 
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At Belfast Agnes Bill was summoned by Inspector — 
Neeson for having in her possession and exposing for sale — 
in her premises, on August 16th, in Ligoniel, a quantity of | 
beef intended for food which was unfit for human con- — 
sumption, and which had been previously condemned.— _ 
The inspector detailed the circumstances of his visit to the 
shop of the defendant. There was a quantity of meat 
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‘bo iled and placed on the counter for sale. He believed 
that meat was for the purpose of being sold to the mill- 
-workers.—Inspector Adjey corroborated. The meat was, 
in his opinion, very bad.—Fined £5 and costs. ; 
Inspector Adjey summoned George Hewitt, 21, Shankill 
Road, for having on August 17th exposed for sale a quantity 
of bacon which was unfit for human consumption. 

Mr. Harper said he was present at the inspection of the 
bacon, and he held that in the warm weather they had 
recently the best bacon would go a little wrong at the 

- outside. . 


he” — 










found it. 

To Mr. Harper: The bacon might have been good, but 
when he saw'it it was bad. There was about rolb. of it 
bad. In all there would be about 5 cwt. of bacon in the 
_ shop. 

His Worship: There was this much to say that the 
weather was very warm. Still he must not forget that bad 
- food was not conducive to the good health of the district. 
Fined £5 and costs. 


MUSTARD. 


At Cranbrook, Ebenezer Rumens, grocer, Cranbrook, 
was summoned for selling adulterated mustard on 22nd 
July. Mr. J. Brennan, of Maidstone, appeared for de- 
fendant.—P.C. Skinner stated that he went into defendant’s 
shop and asked for a quarter of a pound of loose mustard, 
for which he paid 4d. He informed defendant that he 
had purchased the article for purposes of analysis. He 
then said he hoped it would be all right ; it was old stock 
he had taken when he took the shop. In answer to 
Mr. Brennan witness said he asked for loose mustard. 
_ Defendant said he did not think he had enough loose 
mustard, and offered to make it up from some other 
- mustard which he had. His instructions were to get loose 
mustard. He had no reason whatever to suspect defendant 
of dealing dishonestly, and was simply going round taking 
samples.—Supt. Fowle said that with the consent of the 
defendant he divided the mustard into three parts. 
One was forwarded for analysis to Dr. Adams, who 
certified it to be 95 parts mustard and five parts wheat flour. 
—By Mr. Brennan: The instructions issued to him were to 
obtain samples of loose mustard. Defendant had only been 
in the shop from three to four months, and he had no 
reason to suspect him. ‘The percentage of adulteration was 
very smal]. Defendant stated that he took over the busi- 
ness at the end of May. When the witness Skinner asked 
for loose mustard he said he did not think he had any, and 
: asked him to take a tin ; but he said it was loose mustard 


—— eS 


that he had been asked to get. Witness then found that 
- he had some, but not enough, and he told Skinner that he 
had a tin indoors that he was using from, and asked him if 
hemindedhim making it up from that, andSkinner consented, 
and witness made up the amount from a tin of a well-known 
maker whose mustard contained a certain amount of flour. 
He had taken the mustard with the other things from his 
predecessor on a valuation. For the defence it was con- 
tended that the Act was intended to prevent fraudulent 
sale toa customer. In the present case the article had been 
taken on a valuation, and it was well known that the mustard 
of the maker mentioned contained a certain amount of 
flour. Defendant had really sold the loose mustard to 
oblige the customer, and, under the circumstances, he was 
-not guilty of an offence within the meaning of the Act. 
The Chairman said that the case would be dismissed on a 
technical point, the constable having taken the article which 
was mixed in his presence. At the same time, he advised 
defendant to look into the goods he had taken over and see 
that none of the others were in an adulterated state.— 
Another summons against defendant for selling adulterated 
ground ginger was, on the application of defendant’s 
solicitor, adjourned in order that certain experiments and 
investigations might be madé, Mr. Brennan stating that 
this was one of the most disputed questions of the day.— 
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The inspector swore that the bacon was bad when he. 
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Superintendent Fowle said that he thought that this was a 
case in which he should be represented by a solicitor, and 
asked for an expression of opinion: from the Bench.—The 
Chairman thought that the County Solicitor would probably 
attend at the next hearing. 


UNSOUND FRUIT. 


Ar Thames, Mr. T. H. Jackson, Lambeth sanitary 
inspector, applied to Mr. Fenwick for an order to destroy 
three small cases of Australian oranges, which he had seized 
in the New Cut on Monday evening. They were being 
sold at four a penny by a costermonger, Richard Snelgrove, 
of Friar’s Place, Blackfriars Road, who had a card on his 
barrow inscribed ‘Warranted sound and sweet.” The 
boxes were branded ‘‘ Approved by the Board of Export, 
New South Wales.”—-Mr. Fenwick having inspected the 
fruit in the yard of the Court, evidence was formally given 
by the inspector that they were unsound, unwholesome, and 
unfit for human food. When he seized them Snelgrove 
asked if he could not destroy the oranges without taking 
them to the court, and the witness replied that-he had no 
power to do so.—By the Magistrate: They were exposed 
for sale ; there was not one sound orange amongst the whole 
lot. Snelgrove was asked to attend the court, but had not 
done so. He did not say where he got the oranges.—Mr. 
Fenwick granted the order. 





OLIVE OIL. 


AT Sevenoaks, William Edmunds was summoned for 
selling adulterated olive oil at Westerham. Mr. W. A. 
Wardley appeared for the defence. P.C. Marsh stated 
that he went to the defendant’s grocery establishment at 
Westerham, and purchased a flask of olive oil, which he 
handed over to Supt. Holman, who divided the oil into 
three parts. Supt. Holman stated that he sent the sample 
of olive oil to the public analyst, who had certified that it 
was not olive oil, but cotton-seed oil. Mr. Wardley, for the 
defence, urged that there was no intention on the part of 
the defendant to defraud, but that the cotton-seed oil was 
served by mistake for olive oil. Mr. Edmunds had been in 
business in Westerham for many years, and was a man of 
highly respectable character. The magistrates dismissed 
the case, with-a caution to defendant to be more careful in 
future. 


A VIGILANT SANITARY INSPECTOR. 


THoMAS MurRPBRY, of 190, Burdett Road, was summoned 
at Thames on September ist, for permitting a nuisance.— 
Mr. Frowd Phelps prosecuted, and described the conditions 
of things as most disgraceful. A singular feature in this 
case was, the proceedings were instituted by Mr. R. E. 
Miners, sanitary inspector for the Poplar Board of Works, 
in his private Capacity, in order to stop delay of waiting for 
his committee to meet. ‘The summons was issued under 
the 12th section of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891. 
Mr. Miners visited the defendant’s premises, 16, Whitethorn 
Street, on the 26th ult., and found the closet in a foul 
condition. The tenant’s wife said to Mr. Miners, ‘‘ This 
drain has been choked on and off for the last six months.” 
On Tuesday the place was in the same filthy condition, and 
the inspector added he had been informed that the defendant 
had done nothing to remedy the urgent nuisance.—Dr. 
Alexander, medical officer of health, was also present to 
speak to the condition of things. — The defendant, in 
consenting to an order to abate the nuisance, said it was 
heartbreaking to be brought there over such a matter, and 
he knew nothing about it until the previous day.—Mr. 
Dickinson made an order to abate the nuisance in four 
days, and allowed £2 2s. costs, : 
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THE NOTICE DODGE. 


At the Oxford Licensing Sessions the magistrates’ clerk 
called attention to the following notice, which was exhibited 
in some of the licensed houses in the city: ‘Notice. In 
compliance with the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
and the Amendment Act of 1879, notice is hereby given that 
all spirits sold at this shop are of excellent quality, and 
diluted according to price.”—The Mayor (Alderman Gray) 
said in the opinion of the magistrates a display of a notice 
of this kind was an infringement of the Food and Drugs 


* Act, and they hoped no one holding a license in the city 


would in future exhibit a notice of this description on his 
premises. 


MUNYON’S QUACKERIES IN COURT. 


JAMES Epwarp DEaneg, 44, described as a medical 
practitioner, was charged, on Aug. roth, at Marlborough 
Street police-court, with stealing 6s. belonging to his 
employer, James Munroe Munyon. 

Mr. Grain appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Hawke 
for the defence. 

According to the press reports, Mr. Cripper, manager 
to Munyon’s Company, said that the defendant was 
employed by the company as consulting physician. All 
the medicines were made in America, being sent over here 
unstamped. It was the duty of the defendant to see visitors 
and prescribe for them, afterwards obtaining by means of a 
voucher signed by him (the manager) a bottle of the 
particular “‘cure” required. Each bottle should bear a 
stamp ; the defendant, however, had permission to keep an 
unstamped bottle as an exhibit. 

In cross-examination witness stated that Professor 
Munyon was now in America, but instructions had been 
received from him to prosecute. Witness was not a 
medical man. Before Professor Munyon left England 
witness did not know that the General Medical Council 
had their eyes on the company. He had heard customers 
come in and complain that the medicine was a swindle ; 
but that did not happen very frequently. He had not 
known of customers receiving extra bottles of ‘cures ” 
because they were dissatisfied. He did not know that 
the defendant had instructions to buy tabloids and put 
them into bottles and sell them as Munyon’s “cures.” 
The “cures” were put in 4s. and 1s. packages. As in 
most homeopathic remedies there was a considerable 
amount of sugar in Munyon’s. He did not know what else 
was in them. 

George Morris, clerk to a mineral water merchant, 
deposed that he had gone on August 2nd to Munyon’s, 
where he saw the defendant. Acting on instructions he 
had asked him for a certain cure, for which he paid 4s. He 
took it from a drawer, and there was no stamp upon it. A 
few days later he again went to the same place, and pur- 
chased a second bottle of the same stuff, the bottle again 
not having any stamp on it. 

Cross-examined : He was not suffering from anything at 
all, he was acting for Mr. Cumming. What he told the 
doctor was a lie. He acted as a private detective. 

After evidence had been given by Thomas Cheney, a 


detective, Francis Wright, an ex-policeman, and Ellen | 


Maude Seabrooke, an assistant in Munyon’s Company, Mr. 
Hannay remanded the accused on bail. 

On August 2oth the accused was charged on remand 
with the offence in question, and evidence was given by 
Susan Stopper, in the employ of Munyon’s Company, and 
by Mr. Cumming, the storekeeper to the firm. 

Mr. Hawke, in defence, urged that there was no case 
against the accused, and asked that he should be dis- 


charged ; he was quite innocent of the charge preferred | 


against him. Mr. Munyon was in America, and was it not 
a singular fact that he had not come to this country to 
prosecute ? 

Mr. Hannay: What salary did the accused receive ? 











| 


: ee 
be 
rat 
4 Ke 
= 


Mr. Hawke: Six pounds a week; and he is char 
with stealing 6s. rr 


- Mr. Hannay, after the depositions had been read, said 
he had come to the conclusion that the case was one he_ 
could not withhold from a jury. He would, therefore, — 
commit the prisoner for trial, allowing the same bail as © 


before—namely, two sureties in £25. 


ICE CREAM MANUFACTURE. | 
REVOLTING DISCLOSURES AT SUNDERLAND. 


Mr. Pennock, chief sanitary inspector for Sunderland, 
has just presented a report to the Health Committee on the 
manufacture of ice cream in the town. In the course of his 
report he states that, with few exceptions, the premises 
where the ice cream is made by the itinerant Italian vendors 
are wholly unfit for the purpose. The vendors are, asa 
rule, strangers to the wash tub, and, with their compatriots, 


usually congregate in the common kitchen where the 


“‘cream” is made and stored. In a house in Havelock 
Street the cream is boiled in a washhouse, the same boiler 
being used for the dirty clothes; at another house 


- the cream is frozen in an outhouse, at the rear of which is a 


large open privy midden. Ata house in New Grey Street 
the cream is boiled in the washhouse and is frozen in the 
yard. There is an ash closet four feet from the washhouse, 
and the smeil from it, the inspector reports, was horrible. 
The cream was stored in a shed alongside the ash closet 
door. In another house in Flag Lane the cream was boiled 


in the kitchen boiler and kept in a small room at the back - 


of a bedroom. At the time of the visit there was a 
quantity of herrings in the room along with the cream. 
The committee will report to the Council, and it is 
expected that steps will be taken to remove the evil. 


BIRMINGHAM GROCERS AND BORACIC ACID. 


THE members of the Birmingham Grocers’ Association, 
at their last meeting, adopted a resolution deploring the 
action taken by the various local authorities of this country 
with the object of prohibiting the use of boracic acid as a 
food preservative, while the subject of food adulteration is 
under the consideration of the Government, and requesting 
the members of Parliament for the district to impress upon 
the Government the urgent necessity of setting upa national 


| standard of the percentage of boracic acid that may be used 


by the traders of this country without fear of a conviction for 
adulteration. The mover explained thatthe question had been 
beforethem many times, and it was their desire that something 
should be done to urgethe Governmenttoaction. He believed 
that Dr. Hill was the first to put his foot down with regard 
to boracic acid, and other medical officers had taken 
their cue from him. The Federation, however, had shown 
that they could produce evidence of a more substantial 
character than Dr. Hill to show that boracic acid was not 
injurious. So long as the Government refused to take 
action in the matter local authorities ought not to do so. 
He maintained that boracic acid was used as much for the 
public good as for that of the trader. No doubt it was a 
boon to the public. He had not been able to find any 
medical men who were in practice who had a word to say 
against the use of boracic acid.—Mr. Shelley seconded the 
motion, and said he believed the analyst was brought into 
existence simply to annoy the grocer. 


WORKHOUSE DIETARIES. 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF MR. CHAPLIN’S COMMITTER. 


THE Committee on Workhouse Dietaries appointed by 
the President of the Local Government Board have made 
their report. The Committee were appointed to investigate 
numerous complaints that the fixed ration system caused 
serious waste, and to consider whether the system should be 
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continuance of the fixed ration system were (1) that it 
afforded a check on the stores, and (2) that it secured that 
each inmate should have an adequate quantity of food. 
But hes hearing evidence of the actual practices in work- 


4 houses the Committee do not consider that the general 
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reasons in favour of the fixed-ration system are of them- 


_ selves strong enough to preclude them from recommending 


that it should be altered if it were found to cause waste. 
That it does cause such waste in certain cases they cannot 
doubt. In regard to the service of food to children, they 
are of opinion that the principle of discretion which has 
been allowed in certain institutions apart from workhouses 
should be generally adopted. 

The Committee are satisfied that a large quantity of 
© bread 1 is wasted when it is served to the aged and infitm on 
the fixed ration system. They therefore recommend that 


; Guardians should be empowered to serve out in the first 


instance a definite portion of the allowance of bread, but 


_ that any inmate should be entitled to demand the allowance 


prescribed by the dietary table. The same recommenda- 
tion is made in regard to the able-bodied. While bread, 


the Committee find, ‘‘ is.a good wholesome food adapted to 


all, it is not so attractive in itself that its allowance accord- 
ing to appetite would often be abused. And at ordinary 
prices, bread, taking all its qualities into consideration, is 
the cheapest food available in this country.” In the 


_infirmaries and sick wards it is recommended that the 


nurses should have power to exercise discretion in the 
service of the diet prescribed. 

As the practice of allowing Boards of Guardians to 
frame their own dietaries has led to serious differences 
in the diet scales of various Unions, it is recommended 
that the choice of Boards of Guardians should be limited 
to scales framed by the Local Government Board, and 
issued after having been ‘‘ submitted to a school of cookery, 
to advise as to the best way in which the articles could be 


prepared.” Adequate cooking appliances and “a skilled 
cook are essential,” it is added, ‘‘to economical adminis- 
tration.” When an inmate is unable to eat the food 


prescribed for the day, the superintendent-master or matron 
should have authority to substitute some simple fare, such 
as milk pudding or bread and butter and tea. 

The whole of the waste of food in workhouses, the 
Committee found, is not due to the fixed ration system; 
some of it arises from bad administration. For instance, 
in one workhouse infirmary the bread for dinner was served 
out with the bread for breakfast, and by dinner time it was 
so stale and dry that some of the patients were unable to 
eat it. 


HAMPSTEAD AND THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 


Mr. A. W. Strokes, the public analyst, has presented 
the following report to the Hampstead Vestry : 


I beg to submit the following abstract of my quarterly 
reports for the year ending 25th March, 1898: 

During the year a total of 310 samples of food, drugs, 
and disinfectants have been analysed. 

These comprised: Groceries, 94 samples ; butter, 67 ; 
drugs, 55; milk, 50; cheese, 15; lard, 13; spirits, 12; and 
disinfectants, 4. 

Happily, of all this number only two samples were 
found to be adulterated. These were a sample of coffee 
and a sample of butter. 

A glance at the separate articles analysed may be of 
interest : 

Groceries were exceedingly various in their nature and 
of great excellence in their quality. In vain was search 
made for exhausted leaves in the teas, for flour in mustard, 
for olivestones in pepper, for marrow-pulp or apples in 
jams, for oxide of iron in cocoa, curry-powder, and spice ; 
no foreign ingredients could be found in these or the 
other grocery samples, except in one sample of coffee. 
This sample contained 40 per cent. of chicory; but as 
coffee was asked for and the proper price paid for it, and 


FOOD “AND SANITATION. 











1065 





notice was given by the vendor that it was sold as a mixture, 
a fine of ros. with costs was imposed. 

Butter shows great improvement this year ; 
sample was found to be adulterated ; 
cent. of margarine. 
fined £5 and costs. 

Mitk proves to be unusually pure, not a_ solitary 
sample being found to be adulterated. The very mild 
winter may have contributed to this result; but some 
praise must be given to the dairymen of Hampstead, who 
certainly are in fair-dealing much above those of some other 
districts. It is of vital importance to infants and invalids 
that milk, in many cases their sole food, should be pure and 
cheap. 

Cheese was found to be entirely free from the beef-fat 


only one 
this contained 91 per 
The vendor of this was prosecuted and 


- occasionally used to replace the cream natural to cheese, 


nor could any other adulteration be detected. 

Lard contained no cotton-seed oil, beef-stearine, or other 
foreign ingredient. 

Drugs numbered fifty-five samples, consisting of about 
twenty different articles ; some of these were general articles 
in stock, others were made up from special prescription. 
In all cases they were found to be genuine, of full strength, 
and properly compounded. In no case was a cheaper 
material substituted for any part of the drug asked for. It 
is very satisfactory to know that if, in spite of his salubrious 
surroundings, anyone at Hampstead needs physicking, 
there isa reasonable certainty of his getting pure drugs. 

Spirits have none of them contained more than the 
amount of water allowed by law, nor have they been found 
to contain anything more injurious than alcohol. 

Disinfectants have proved to be of full strength. It is 
customary for some makers of disinfectants to extract from 
tarry liquids all the carbolic acid they can, then to sell the 
residue to local authorities to use for disinfecting drains, 
etc. If the Vestries did not buy this comparatively 
worthless material makers would themselves have to throw 
it down the drains. In this parish such material is not 
used. 


DISTILLERY POLLUTION. 


THE combination of distillers in the north of Scotland 
are showing an earnest of their desire to solve the difficulty 
of distillery pollution, and have decided to offer a premium 
of £2,000 to any person who will devise and hand over to 
them for their sole use such a scheme for treating the by- 
products of distilleries as will effectually purify them. The 
combination consists of twenty-one distillers, who have 
independently taken up the matter. 

This premium of £2,000 is offered on the following 
conditions : 

(1) The money shall not be paid (a) unless and until 
the combination are satisfied, by practical tests carried out 
by themselves or others authorised by them, that the 
scheme proposed satisfactorily treats all by-products of 
distilleries, and for this purpese competitors shall be bound 
to place their scheme, if required, at the disposal of the 
combination to be experimented upon by them, with the, 
assistance of the competitors, either on a large or small 
scale, and that for a period of one year from the time the 
scheme is placed at the disposal of the combination, or 
such longer or shorter period as may be agreed upon. (4) 
Unless and until the combination are satisfied that it can 
be accomplished at a cost which, in the opinion of the 
combination, is reasonable. 

(2) Should two or more equally effectual remedies be 
devised by two or more different persons, the combination 
shall have the power of deciding to whom the premium 
shall be awarded. 

(3) The power of selecting the persons who shall 
compete shall be in the absolute discretion of the 
combination. 

(4) Samples of the by-products will be placed free 


' on rail to any person or persons the combination may 


approve. 
(5) The premium shall not be paid unless and until the 
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_ these presents or any other question or difference, shall be 


suggested remedies, but up to the present it cannot be said 


_ the distillers are willing to do everything in their power to 


_ suppose, now discarded for grilled or boiled rat by the fools 


- between 50 and 60 per cent., and four over 60 per cent., as 


scheme is handed over to the combination and vested in 
them as their absolute property. 
(6) All questions > ‘iifferences arising between the 
combination on the on tiand and a competitor or com- 
petitors on the other hand, whether as to the meaning of 


settled by the combination, who appoint themselves as sole 
arbiters for this purpose. 
There has been a good deal of indefinite talk about 


that any really effective scheme has been presented. The 
premium now offered, however, will, it is hoped, bring all 
these proposals to a practical issue, and show at least that 


remove cause of complaint. 


THE RAT AS A HAIR RESTORER. 


A CHINESE gentleman advocates the use of the rat as 
an article of diet, and makes the following remarks on its 
properties as a hair restorer: ‘‘What the carrot is to a 
horse’s coat, a rat is to the human hair. Neither fact can 
be explained, but every horseman knows that a regimen of 
carrots will make his stud as smooth and lustrous as velvet, 
and the Chinese, especially women, know that rats used as 
food stop the falling out of hair, and make the locks soft, 
silky, and beautiful. I have seen it tried many times, and 
every time it succeeded.” 

Tatcho, Harlene, and other nostrums will be, we 


who waste their money in quackeries. 


STARCH IN GLUTEN FLOUR. 


THE fact that gluten flour invariably contains a notable 
quantity of starch has again been brought to notice 
by a paper read at the Belfast meeting of the British 
Pharmaceutical Conference by Dr. Fielden. He ex- 
amined five specimens of gluten flour obtained from 
various sources, and found that they contained respectively 
7°6, 16°7, 13°26, 68°8, 11°63 per cent. of starch and sugar. 
In the discussion following the reading of the paper, 
it was stated that some years ago Dr. Pavy had a 
number of samples of dietetic bread and biscuit examined, 
and has expressed the opinion that gluten bread 
should contain 75 per cent. of gluten. The diabetic 
foods containing starch are not confined to this country 
was shown (says the Avztish Medical Journa?) in the article 
published in the British Medical Journal of July 16th on 
the Chemistry of Diabetic Foods. It will be remembered 
that of the nineteen specimens analysed by Dr. F. Kraus, 
jun., of Carlsbad, only five contain less than 30 per cent. 
of carbohydrate, four between 30 and 4o per cent., four 


against ordinary white wheaten bread, which contains 60 per 
cent. It is not impossible to obtain starch-free gluten, 
although it is stated that it is not possible to obtain gluten 
bread free from starch. What is required at the present 
time is that makers of diabetic foods should purify the 
gluten flour as obtained in commerce before making it into 
bread. It would be satisfactory to have upon each package 
a label stating the amount of gluten present. 


THE PROFESSIONAL POISONER IN INDIA. 


The professional poisoner has long ceased to exist in 
Western Europe (says Gharib Parwar in Brit. and Col. 
Druggist), but in Asia generally, and even in our wonder- 
fully civilised Indian Empire, the art of poisoning is only 
too frequently adopted as a profession. The present writer 
has recently had an opportunity of studying the career of 
a pleasant-looking young Hindu, who had for several years 
earned a precarious living by poisoning his neighbours. 

The drug in almost universal use among Indian 
poisoners is obtained from various species of datura, in- 
cluding the Datura stramonium, or thorn-apple, a plant 
not unknown to European criminals. It is generally given 


> 


in the form of an extract mixed with sweetmea acts 
very quickly, producing unconsciousness and the general 
appearance of complete drunkenness. My young poisoner 
was not vicious by nature, but was exceedingly lazy. He 
was the son of a Hindu bearer, we usual in India, 
followed the trade of his father. He did very well at first, 
but took to opium smoking, and became so unreliable that 
one master after another dismissed him, till at length he 
found it impossible to find employment. One day when he 


into the mysteries of datura poisoning, and taught him how 
gentry offer to their victims. ‘ 


the poisoners merely collect the plants, make a very strong 
decoction, and then evaporate it to a syrupy consistency. ] 
They have absolutely no method in their administration 
of the drug, as they are apparently quite indifferent whether 


administer the datura to obtain. Our young poisoner 
apparently took very kindly to his trade, for he told me — 
that he “treated” about 500 individuals in five years! His 
method was very simple, and he took care to devote his 
attention to comparatively poor travellers, his principal 
victims being sepoys, muleteers, mahouts, and such like 
proceeding on furlough, and native servants returning to 
their homes with their more or less ill-gotten gains. 
Dressed as a “ jogi,” or sometimes as a small merchant, he 
used to join with these simple people for mutual company 


and protection as is the custom in Eastern lands. After the 


evening meal he used to produce his hocussed sweetmeats, 
which would, of course, be readily taken by his victims. — 
They would fall asleep unsuspectingly, and while uncon- 
scious he would rob them and skip off to the nearest rail- 
way station, and be fifty miles away before his victims 
recovered consciousness. Many of his robberies were 
actually performed in the train ; the fact that the Indian 
trains run all night being most convenient for the datura 
poisoner, as he can drug his companions at the evening 
meal, loot them comfortably as he goes along, and alight 
with his booty at any station he pleases, leaving his victims 
to awake in the early dawn “‘ very headachey,” perhaps a 
hundred miles away from their plunderer. 

In this way Ram Bux, as the man was called, journeyed 
all over Northern India, poisoning and plundering as he 
went, till, emboldened by his success, he succeeded in 
drugging a rich merchant, who was going to Lahore to buy 
supplies, of nearly a thousand rupees. He went to Umballa 
to enjoy his ill-gotten gains; but the merchant gave a very 
accurate description of his appearance to the police, and 
he was apprehended and brought up country to languish 
in Rawal Pindi Jail, where I had the pleasure of making his 
acquaintance. 

He made himself quite comfortable in prison, accepting 
his reverse of fortune as the will of Khuda. He had no 
idea that his nefarious practice was aught but an honourable 
calling, and answered any question he was asked with 
apparent honesty, 

There exists another class of poisoner in India who 
operates with a very simple but certain agent—namely, 
powdered glass. He is generally a younger son anxious to 
succeed to his brother’s birthright, or an unfilial son im- 
patient of his father’s longevity. 

He administers the powder in the food, and it produces 
a form of diarrhoea, and rapidly fatal. ‘‘ Hill diarrhoea” is 
caused by the minute particles of mica floating in hill 
water. 

Another form of poisoning was formerly common in 
India, but is luckily declining in favour, although it is still 
practised in Central India. It was poisoning by means of 
the cobra poison. For this purpose the poison of the snake 
was collected and the victim vaccinated with the virus 
while asleep. So skilful were the practitioners of this 
horrible practice that in many cases the relatives and even 
the poisoned individuals themselves believed that the 
murdered man had been bitten in his sleep. 


“a 


was journeying from one cantonment to another he fell in — 
with a couple of professional poisoners, who inducted him 


to prepare the fatal sweetmeats and curry which these — 


The method of preparing the poison is very simple, as — 


their victims recover from the unconsciousness which they — 
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CORRUPT PUBLIC DEPARTMENTS. 


Tue Shoreditch Vestry has done well in not only 


Board, but in informing that body that Shoreditch at 
least has doubts as to the disinterestedness and intelligence 
of the Local Government Board in dealing with monopolies, 
however scandalously they be mismanaged and dangerous 
to the public health. 
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In accordance with the decision of the Shoreditch 
Vestry, Mr. H. M. Robinson, the Vestry Clerk, has for- 
warded a reply to the Local Government Board with regard 
to the communication of the Board, in which it was alleged 
that a great deal of waste of water by residents was going 
on. The letter, after stating that the Board’s communica- 
tion had been considered, continues: 

‘This vestry emphatically declines to insult the intelli- 
gence of the water consumers of this district by urging 
them, as suggested, not to waste water which they do not 
get for twenty hours out of the twenty-four, or to assist 
your Board in thus trying to shift some of the blame on to 
the wretched victims of it. “The only waste of water known 


_to this vestry is that caused by the leaky and defective 


pipes and mains of the company, which was animadverted 
upon by a Metropolitan police-magistrate on the recent 
occasion of the flooding of Commercial Road. To assume, 
because the company allege that they pump so many 
gallons of water to each consumer into their mains, that 
such a quantity ever reaches such consumer to be wasted 
by him is to confess a faith in the condition of the com- 
pany’s mains that would be rudely shaken if your Board | 
would cause a test to be made of them by raising the 
pressure therein to 1oolb. per square inch, as provided by 
the New River Company. The vestry also desires to take 
this opportunity of informing you that public opinion in 
this district is beginning, after contemplation of the history 
of the water question, to have very considerable doubts as 
to the disinterestedness or intelligence of the Government 
in their dealings with this matter. This vestry proposes, 
therefore, as a last resource, to appeal to the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners for a fresh consideration of the cir- 
cumstances by them.” 

Shoreditch is not alone in beginning to have doubts. 
Those who have studied the ins and outs of the flash 


' point of mineral oils inquiry, for example, are gradually 


being driven to the conclusion that the extraordinary 
resistance of certain officials to legislation raising the flash 
point is capable of only one explanation — that the 
enormous resources of the American oil gang cause the 
resistance. Of course, we shall be told that English public 
men are above being bribed. We can only say we do not 
believe it. It may not technically be a corrupt act fora 
Cabinet Minister to have striven might and main to 
shield the East London Water Company, and as 
a consequence deliver the East Londoner to filth 
and disease, but as the public health suffers thereby, 
and that action was taken solely. in defence of 
monopoly and for the benefit of East London Water- 


| works shareholders, it is merely juggiing with truth to regard 


it as other than corrupt. In the interests of water company 
shareholdeis, of whom our House of Commons contains so 
great a number, Londoners are condemned to drink semi- 
filtered sewage and drainage, and when parliamentary and 
official friends of monopolies affect a regard for the public 
weal as the cause for their defence of flagrant abuses, they 
are merely humbugging the public. The astonishing thing 
is that constituency after constituency will persist in packing 
Parliament with such corrupt and venal politicians. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Bridgend on September roth, Ann Evans, licensed 
victualler, and Thomas Hopkins, licensed victualler, both 
of Nantyfyllon, Maesteg, were fined 30s. each for selling 
adulterated whisky. 

At Aldershot, on September 8th, James Ellis, landlord 
of the White Hart Hotel, Blackwater, was summoned for 


| selling whisky under proof contrary to the provisions of 
administering a stinging snub to the Local Government | 


the Adulteration of Food and Drugs Act. Mr. D. Bayley, an 
inspector under the above Act, said thaton Tuesday the 
15th ult. he went to the White Hart Hotel, Blackwater, 
kept by the defendant. After he had been there about ten 
minutes he asked the young woman in the bar to give him 
a pint of Scotch whisky in a bottle. She did so, charging 
him 2s. 8d. He then told her that he was an inspector 
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“under the Food and Drugs Act, and that it was his 


intention. to have the whisky analysed by the 
public analyst. He divided the whisky into three 
parts, one being sent to the analyst, one retained by the 
landlord, and one he now produced. The analyst had 


certified that there was 7°9 parts of water in excess, or 7 


degrees under proof. Mr. St. Gerrans, in defence, said that 
Mr. Ellis had held the house for eighteen years, and he had 
never had a single complaint made against him. There was 
no one better known, and it was one of the very best con- 
ducted houses in the neighbourhood. If there had been an 
offence it had been done unwittingly by the defendant. 
Mr. Ellis was in the habit of supplying two sorts of whisky, 
and the sample Mr. Bayley had been served with had been 
quite accidentally “broken down” a degree or two under 
proof. It was not a fraudulent thing at all, because it was 
so very little under proof that it made it scarcely at all pre- 
judicial to the purchasers. It was an honest mistake, and 
there had been no attempt to defraud. Mr. Ellis said that 
he had kept the ‘‘ White Hart” Hotel, at Blackwater, for 
eighteen years. He had been providing his customers with 
a special class of whisky, not from his own brewers, which 
was 15 over proof. He had Scotch whisky from his 
brewers, Messrs. May, some time previous to August 16th. 
His attention had been called to the fact that the supply of 
whisky in the outer bar had run short. There was a jar 
containing whisky made by Dewar’s, standing in the bar, 
which had not been touched, and believing that it was of 
the same strength as the special, he proceeded to break it 
down. It happened to be from this that Mr. Bayley was 
supplied.—The Bench decided that they would not convict, 
but defendant must pay the costs and analyst’s fee. 


MILK, 


AT Croydon, on September roth, James Thompson, of | 


Oakwood Terrace, London Road, Mitcham, was summoned 
for selling milk adulterated with 12 per cent. of water.— 
Mr. John Martin, a Surrey County Council inspector, stated 
that he stopped the defendant on August 17th in London 
Road, Mitcham, and bought a pint of milk. This was 
divided, and a portion of it was analysed by Dr. Stevenson, 
who certified it to contain 12 per cent. of added water, with 
a trace of boracic acid.—Defendant’s explanation was that 
he had run short of milk and had borrowed twelve gallons 
from another dealer, in whom he had such confidence that 
he thought he was acting quite safely—The Bench took 
into consideration the inspector’s report that he had pre- 
viously found defendant’s milk genuine, and ordered him to 
pay 55. costs. 

At Bristol, on September gth, Edwin H. Bishop, of 5, 
Lower Leigh View, Ashton Gate, was charged with having 
sold milk containing 5 per cent. of added water. Bishop 
said he did not do so knowingly, and Mr. H. R. Wans- 
brough, who prosecuted, said that Bishop was a respectable 
tradesman, but even if he did not adulterate the milk, and 
probably he did not, he was responsible. The person from 
whom the milk was bought would be brought before the 
court, Frederick W. Simpson, the inspector under the 
Act, proved buying the milk on August 18th, and produced 
the analyst’s certificate. Fined 5s. and costs. 

Richard C. Marshall, coffee tavern keeper, of 
Lower Leigh View, Ashton gate, was summoned for selling 
milk containing 5 per cent. of added water, and from which 
37 per cent. of the butter fat had been abstracted. Mr. H. 
R. Wansbrough prosecuted, and the inspector gave evidence 
of purchasing the milk and obtaining the certificate of the 
public analyst. Defendant said he did net know the milk 
was poor, but asa matter of fact he rarely sold it in bulk, 
using it only for tea and coffee, etc. The magistrates 
inflicted a fine of 5s. and costs for the added water, and 
20s. and costs for the extraction of the cream. 

James Wakefield, of the Ashton Vale dairy, was 
summoned for selling milk containing 4 per cent. of added 
water. Mr. Wansbrough said that Wakefield supplied a 
number of shops in his district including those of Bishop 
and Marshall. The inspector obtained a sample of milk 
when Wakefield was supplying Marshall, and found 4 per 
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cent. of added water. When the magistrates got to the 
fountain head—for it was the fountain head, for here the ~ 
water flowed (laughter) — they should mark their dis- — 
approval of the man’s action by fining him a substantial 
sum. In answer to Mr. R. W. Clifton, who defended, the 
inspector said that on the day he took the samples from 
Bishop and Marshall he took a sample from a man named 
Pearson, who said he also had his milk from Wakefield. 
Pearson’s milk, however, was good. Mr. Clifton contended 
the case was not made out. Cases had been known in 
which milk straight from a cow had shown on an analyst’s 
certificate to contain 5 per cent. of added water. Owing 
to the drought, too, grass was scarce, and the milk of the 
cows was poorer at this time.| There was no evidence to 
show that Wakefield had tampered with the milk, Fined 
4os. and costs. z 

Harris MERIDEN, a purveyor of milk, of Langdale 
Street, St. George’s, appeared to answer three summonses 
at Thames for infringing the regulations of the Milkshops, 
Dairy Shops, and Cowsheds Act.—On July 4th Meriden was 
carrying on the business of a dairyman without being 
registered, and he neglected to apply for registration until 
the 30th ult. In the shop were two dairy measures, which 
had not been washed for at least five or six weeks, and on 
the inspector again visiting the place he found a milk churn 
which was ina stinking condition, although it was being 
used for drinking purposes and for making Russian cheese. 
—In answer to the summonses, defendant said he wasa 
“greener,” and did not understand the -regulations.—Mr. 
Dickinson said he would show the defendant and others 
they could not do those things with impunity. For not 
being licensed defendant would be fined 5s. and-2s. costs ; 
for failing to keep clean measures he would have to pay 
43 and £2 4s. costs; and for having the dirty milk churn, 
which the inspector had graphically described as “ not 
being fit to be near a pigsty,” he would be fined 20s. and 
23S. costs. 

At the Leeds City Police Court on Sept. 6th, before the 
Stipendiary..Magistrate, Harriet Eliza Milnes, of 2, Ebenezer 
Street, Quarry Hill, Leeds, was fined 1os., on a charge of 
selling a gill of new milk on August 19th, which had been 
certified by the city analyst (Mr. Fairley) to contain 19 per 
cent. of added water.—Defendant said she only sold a 
gallon of milk per day, and delivered it to her customers in 
the same state that she received it from the wholesale 
dealer.—In inflicting the fine the Magistrate said the 
amount was one-twentieth of that which he would have 
fined a wholesale dealer. Inspector Walker prosecuted. 

At Retford, Ann Cutler was summoned for selling 
adulterated milk on July z29th—Mr. G. E. Garforth, 
Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, said that on 
July 29th he purchased a pint of new milk from the 
defendant. He divided it into three parts and left the 
defendant one part. On August 7th he sent one part to 
the public analyst, and had received his certificate (pro- 
duced) which showed that there were’ go parts of milk and 
10 of added water.—Defendant said she had her milk 
analysed, and there was a difference in the proportions.— 
The magistrates said they could not accept the certificate as 
evidence ; defendant must bring the analyst.—A fine of £41 
including costs was imposed. 

For selling milk adulterated with water and containing 
boracic acid, William Marles, dairyman, was fined £2 at 
Torquay on September 6th. 


FISH. 

In the Aberdeen Police Court, on September rst, 
William Ogilvie, fish-dealer, Gallowgate, was charged with 
having, on August 11th, in Loch Street and St. Andrew 
Street, owned and had in his possession a. quantity of 
herrings, weighing about 360 lbs., which were intended for 
human food, but were unfit for such. Accused did not 
appear, and formal evidence as to the condition of the fish 
was given by Mr. Kenneth Cameron, sanitary inspector, and 
Dr. Rennet. The charge was found proven, and Ogilvie 
was mulcted in a penalty of 1os., with 26s. expenses, the 
alternative being five days, 
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| POISONING BY SHRIMPS. | 
Forty Persons Int at St. ANNES-ON-THE-SEA. 


+ An extraordinary epidemic of poisoning through eating 


potted shrimps has broken out at St. Annes-on-the-Sea. 


4 Since the beginning of the week nearly 40 persons have 


been under medical treatment, the symptons in all cases 
being the same. All the local doctors are busy, but no 
fatalities as yet have occurred. Six visitors at the St. Annes 
Hotel and two at the Grand Hotel have been down, and 
the victims include several resident families and a number 


_ of Manchester and Liverpool visitors. ; 


Our correspondent writes that the district in which the 
shrimp nets are plied extends for some miles along the 
coast, where a deep channel divides the foreshore from the 
shallow banks. The beds have of late been strewn in parts 


-_in some unaccountable manner with vegetable refuse ; but 


upon examination yesterday this was found to have been 
cleared away, the water having assumed its wonted clear- 
During the day shrimps are supplied in pots to the 
two hotels—the St. Annes and the Grand—and the prin- 
cipal boarding-houses. The usual rounds were covered on 
Tuesday, and a large number of visitors partook of shrimps 
They were shortly afterwards taken with 
violent sickness and diarrhcea, and the medical men were 
kept driving from one place to another all day. At the 
St. Annes Hotel considerable anxiety prevailed, four of the 
cases being so acute that it was at one time feared they 
would prove fatal. Dr. Connor and his colleagues, how- 
ever, worked most indefatigably, and even then a serious 
termination was only just averted. At the Grand Hotel it is 
admitted that the two cases there were of a serious character. 
All are now almost recovered. In answer to questions 
the fishermen declare the fish were only caught that 
morning. 


LINSEED MEAL. 


At Fife Sheriff Court, the Guardbridge Co-Operative 
Society, Limited, Guardbridge, were charged with having, 
on July 21st, within their premises at Guardbridge, sold, 
by the hands of Euphemia Chalmers, manageress or sales- 
woman for the said company, to John Macrae, St. Andrews, 
District Sanitary Inspector for the County Council, one 
pound or thereby of linseed meal as linseed meal which 
was not of the nature, substance, and quality of the article 
demanded by him, in respect that it was not pure linseed meal, 
but was linseed meal from which not less than 19 6-1oths 
per cent. by weight of oil had been abstracted contrary to 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875. <A plea of not 
guilty was tendered, and Mr. T. W. Davidson, solicitor, 
defended.—Evidence was led at considerable length.—The 
Sheriff remarked to Mr. Renton, when he began his address 
for the prosecution, that he would be obliged to him 
if he could reconcile the evidence for the defence with 
that for the prosecution. Mr. Renton did not suggest that 
there was any fraud on the part of the Co-Operative Society, 
but the case had been raised with the view of getting a 
decision on what was an important point. Mr. Davidson 
stated that his client had sold the article demanded, and 
it had been known as linseed meal for a great number of 
years. The Sheriff said that certainly seemed to him a 
prosecution of considerable importance, and, though it 
had been very prolonged, had not been without interest, 
looking to the historical elements of the substance which 
was under discussion. According to the view he took of 
the evidence, he came to the conclusion that he had no 
alternative but to hold the complaint not proven. He 
-was satisfied after hearing the evidence that, whatever view 
the British Pharmacopceia might take, there certainly 
were two substances known as linseed meal—one from 
linseed cake, the other from the linseed. Now, the theory 
of the prosecution was that the inspector, by going in and 
asking for linseed, was entitled to get what is described in 
the British Pharmacopceia as crushed linseed, and if he did 
not get that the seller rendered himself liable to a prosecu- 
tion under Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act. He 
must say he could not adopt that suggestion at all, because 
it seemed to him there were two well-known substances 









| eating ; it was never supplied as olive oil. 















known to the trade. Ifthe Inspector went into the store 
as he did and asked for linseed, and if the saleswoman 
produced some linseed meal and showed it to the inspector, 
and he accepted that linseed meal prepared from the cake, he 
must say he failed to see how the inspector could say he did 
not get the article he demanded. It must be proved that the 
buyerdid not getthe article demanded. It seemed to himthat 
in that particular case—looking at it from the seller’s point of 
view, who did not know what the purchaser wanted—the 
seller was quite justified in selling him lirseed cake meal, 
there being no specification of what was wanted. Mr. 
Davidson asked for expenses. Mr. Renton said it was a 
prosecution that was as much in the interest of the Co- 
Operative Society as that of the public. He held that the 


| motion was incompetent, remarking that it was a recognised 


rule that expenses were not allowed to defenders in public 
prosecutions. The Sheriff remarked he did not think that 
Mr. Davidson wished the door open for an appeal, and he 
refused expenses. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Pershore, George Williams King, grocer, Worcester, 
trading as J. J. Williams and Co., was summoned under the 
Food and Drugs Act for selling adulterated olive oil at 
Pershore on July 22nd. Mr. Southall, Worcester, for the 
defence, pleaded not guilty—Kate Hemming, Cropthorne, 
said that on the day named, from instructions from Inspector 
Walker, she purchased a flask of olive oil and half a pound 
of salt butter, paying 5d. for the oil. As she was going 
towards the door she met Inspector Walker, who, in the 
presence of the assistant who had served her, asked her 
what she had asked for, and she said a flask of olive oil. 
By Mr. Southal!: She had bought olive oil in flasks at 
Evesham for 6d. She had never bought any at 5d. before. 
The assistant asked someone to fetch the oil, but she could 
not hear whether he said olive oil. The assistant said nothing 
when she told Inspector Walker that she had bought some 
olive oil.— Inspector Walker stated that from instructions re- 
ceived from the Chief Constable he obtained the assistance of 
the last witness. When she had bought the oil he went into 
the shop and asked Miss Hemming if she had purchased 
what he asked for, and she said she had; he asked her 
what it was, and she said a flask of olive oil and half-a- 
pound of salt butter. He told the assistant it was for 
analysis and shook it up, dividing it into three parts, one 
of which he produced, one he handed to Dr. Swete, 
and one the assistant kept. He produced the certificate 
of analysis, which showed that the oil sold was composed 
of ten parts of olive oil and ninety parts cottonseed oil. 
By Mr. Southall: He did not know the price of olive 
oil. — Mr. Southall, in his address, said that it would 
be shown that a flask of oil was what was asked for, 
and in such a case the oil in dispute was what was 
always sold; if olive oil had been asked for his client 
would have only been too glad to supply it. He quoted 
several cases in point which had been dismissed. He called 
Alfred Sinclair, an assistant at Williams’ shop, who said 
he had been in service there about three weeks. He remem- 
bered Miss Hemming coming in; she asked for a half-a- 
pound of Danish butter and a flask of oil. He supplied 
the butter and sent for a flask of oil. He should not supply 
a‘ flask of oil if olive oil was asked for; anyone in the trade 
knew that flask oil was not olive oil at all. In answer to 
the Chairman, witness said he did not explain to Inspector 
Walker that the oil was not olive, because a flask was asked 
for.—Alfred Askew, porter at Mr. Williams’ shop, said that 
Miss Hemming did not ask for olive oil—A boy named 
Hall, also in the employ of Williams, said that he was asked 
to fetch a flask of oil, and did so; he was not told to fetch 


| olive oil—Mr. Kings, the defendant, in evidence said the 


oil in flasks was used for lubricating purposes, and not for 
If olive oil had 
been asked for it would have been supplied ; it was close at 
hand in the shop, whereas the flask oil was kept in the 
warehouse.—The Bench retired to consider their decision, 
and on returning the Chairman said that the evidence 
seemed conflicting, and the case would be dismissed. 
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~ At Sittingbourne, Edwin Dadswell, grocer, of Rainham, | 
-was summoned for selling adulterated olive oil. A flask of © 
olive oil was purchased at the defendant’s shop, and upon 
-analysis it was found to be cottonseed oil. 
assistant said he intended to serve a bottle of olive oil, 
~ which was sold at a shilling. 


Defendant’s 


Defendant contended that 
the constable did not ask for pure oil, but for flask oil, 


which was a common oil and was not used for table pur- 
poses. The Bench imposed a fine of £2, and 12s. od. 


costs. 


ICE CREAM. | 


Tue Health Committee of St. Pancras Vestry has 
reported to the Vestry the results of a bacteriological 
examination of samples of ice cream purchased of itinerant 
Italian ice cream vendors. The results of the analysis of 
one sample were thus stated: “It contained upwards of 
500,000 organisms per cubic centimetre. The bacteria 
isolated were the B. coli communis (the cream contained 
200 or 300 per c.c.), Streptococcus pyogenes, Straphylo- 
coccus pyogenes aureus, Straphylococcus pyogenes albus, 
B. liquidus, B. liquefaciens, B. liquefaciens fluorescens, B. 
ubiquitus. No oidium lactis could be found, nor could any 
diphtheria bacilli be discovered.” 


ALLEGED TEA ADULTERATION. 
At Manchester, on September 7, Gartside Brierley, pro- 
vision dealer, Ashton Old Road, Openshaw, was summoned 
for selling adulterated caper tea. A sample of tea retailed 


by the defendant was certified by the City Analyst, Mr. C. . 


Estcourt, to contain 2} per cent. of foreign mineral matter, 
principally sand and ferruginous earth. It was not alleged 
that the foreign matter was of an injurious character. Mr. 
A. T. Rook, superintendent of the Sanitary Department, 
prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and Mr. F. O. S. 
Leak, who appeared for the defendant, denied any know- 
ledge that the tea was adulterated. He suggested that Mr. 
Estcourt had made a mistake in his analysis, and asked 
that a sample might be sent to Somerset House for analysis 
by the authorities there. 
application, and adjourned the case for a month. 





COFFEE. 


At Aldershot Police Court, George Henry Ansell, 
grocer, Farnborough, was summoned for selling half a 
pound of a mixture containing 60 per cent. of coffee and 
40 per cent. of chicory and other matters. It was stated— 
with corroborative evidence—that the person sent in to 
purchase the coffee was warned that the stuff could not be 
guaranteed, and that it was not sold as pure coffee. There 
was considerable conflict of testimony, but eventually the 
Bench, though they held the case to be proved, did not 
proceed to a conviction. They also dismissed payment of 
costs. 





This word is registered and used as 
a Trade Mark for Best Quality 
Articles only, and has become 
synonymous with quality for the 
following specialities :— 

Delicious Soluble Cocoa 
made in England on the popu- 
lar Dutch Principle. Whole- 
some and Nourishing. 

Packets, 6d., Tins, + 1b. 8d., 
2 /b. 1/4, 1 lb, 2/8, 
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A WARNING TO GUM CHEWERS. 
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CAMBERWELL VEsTRY, through its Public Health Com- 
‘mittee, has thought it necessary to issue a notice warning — 
the public against the commodity known as chewing gum © 
now being sold for the use of children. A sample taken © 


by the inspector of the vestry was analysed, and was found © 


to contain the following ingredients: Paraffin wax, 12°4 per — 
cent.; sugar, oil of aniseed, and undetermined, 87°6 per — 
The Public Health Committee was unable to take — 


cent. 





proceedings under the Adulteration Act, because paraffin 


wax had been held not to be deleterious, but nevertheless 


the vestry, acting on the advice of its medical officer, advised 


the public to prevent children from using chewing gum. 


GLAMORGAN COUNTY LABORATORY. 


A sup COMMITTEE of the Glamorgan County Council, 


which was appointed to consider the appointment of a | 
bacteriologist in connection with the county laboratory, — 
stated they had received through the Local Government 
Board a letter from the Society of Public Analysts objecting © 
to the county receiving fees for doing work for local | 


authorities. The sub-committee obtained counsel’s opinion 
on this and other matters, and recommended the committee 


to analyse the public water supplies at the expense of the — 


county, the Clerk explaining that ratepayers would simply 
pay in one way instead of another. Counsel said in his 
opinion the county could not analyse samples and receive 
fees, but that could be done by the medical officer as 
private practice. The sub-committee recommended that the 


medical officer (Dr. Williams) should be allowed to con- — 


duct these examinations as a private practitioner at a 
settled scale of fees, and that “50 per annum be taken 
from Dr. Williams’s salary. After the medical officer has 
received £50 in fees the remainder to go to the salary of 
the bacteriologist. The committee adopted the recom- 
mendations of the sub-committee. 


WANDSWORTH BOARD OF WORKS AND 
ADULTERATION. 


THE report of inspector under this Act stated that since 
the last meeting of the Board 1 sample of milk, 5 samples 
of coffee, 5 of cocoa, 3 of sago, 3 of tapioca, 2 of sugar, 
and 2 of Gregory’s powder, purchased in the parishes of 
Clapham, Putney, Streatham, and Wandsworth, have been 
analysed, and that such samples are reported to be genuine, 


DIFFICULTIES OE A COUNTY ANALYST. 


In connection with his last report to the Middlesex 
County Council, the county analyst (Mr. E. Bevan) writes 
as follows: ‘I am glad to be able to report that the per- 
centages of adul‘erated and inferior samples for the past 





‘““ KURRUWA” Chocolate Cro- 
quettes and ‘*‘KURRUWA” 
Chocolate Almonds. 


In Fancy Boxes—Large 1/-, small 6d. 

Please ask your Grocer or Con- 
fectioner for these specialities. 
See that they are marked “*‘KUR- 
RUWA,” and if you cannot obtain 
them, write direct to the “KURRUWA” 


Association, 5, George Street, Tower 
ilj, London, E.C. 
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quarter are low. One sample of milk, E.M., 152, was 
‘referred to Somerset House. This is a case in which J 
-reported five per cent of added water. In granting a sum- 
“mons, Mr. D’Eyncourt informed Mr. Bridge that if the 
-case were dismissed he would grant heavy costs against the 
county. This being so, I attended at the North London 
Police Court on June 25th, prepared to give evidence in 
support of my certificate. Without hearing any evidence 
the magistrate, at the request of the vendor’s representative, 
ordered the sample to be sent to the Government Labora- 
tory. It is, of course, highly desirable that a vendor should 
have an opportunity of checking the results of the public 
analyst, but I venture to think it is not right that 
samples should be referred to Somerset House unless 
there is a conflict of evidence. The Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act says (Sec. 21) : 

The certificate of the analyst shall be sufficient evidence 
of the facts therein stated, unless the defendant shall 
“require that the analyst ‘shall be called as a witness.’ The 
object of the legislature in providing that samples should 
be divided into three parts was, presumably, that the vendor 
should have an opportunity of getting an independent 
analysis of his portion. It seems to me, therefore, that 
‘until the vendor has availed himself of this opportunity it 
is unnecessary to appeal to Somerset House. On the 
- further hearing of this case, the defendant admitted that his 
_ own analyst had certified to the presence of added water. 
The Somerset House analysis pointed to the same con- 
clusion. Each of the three samples had, therefore, been 
condemned. Notwithstanding this, the magistrate merely 
condemned the defendant to pay the costs. While such 
leniency is shown by magistrates it is hopeless to expect 
adulteration to be stopped. I shall be glad if the Council 
"can see their way to cope with these difficulties.” 










BATH SANITARY COMMITTEE AND SEPARATED 
CONDENSED MILK. 


Tuis article of consumption formed the basis of a 
letter from the Camberwell vestry, who wrote stating 
they had adopted a recommendation to be sent to the 
Government asking them to introduce a Bill into Parlia- 
ment requiring manufacturers and importers of the com- 
-modity to state in plain language on the outside ot each 
_ tin what quantity of milk contained therein was necessary 
for use so that the consumer would obtain the same 
nutriment as from a pint of pure new milk. The com- 
munication contained other suggestions as to making the 
small dietetical properties of this class of separated milk 
“more widely known, and a report from Mr. Gatehouse, 
public analyst, was read showing the small value of it 
compared with new milk. Mr. Thomas ventured the 
opinion that it would take about two gallons of the stuff to 
get as much nutriment as there was in a pint of new lacteal 
fluid. It was decided to thank the vestry for their 
valuable suggestions, which were referred to the committee 
now dealing with by-laws affecting cowsheds and creameries. 


~ SIR WILLIAM CROOKES ON OUR FOOD SUPPLY. 


THis year’s meeting of the British Association, at 
Bristol, commenced with the delivery by Sir William 
Crookes of his presidential address. He said : 


} I propose first to deal with the important question of 
the supply of bread to the inhabitants of these islands, 
then to touch on subjects to which my life work has been 
more or less devoted. I shall’ not attempt any general 
survey of the sciences; these, so far as the progress in 
them demands attention, will be more fitly brought before 
you in the different sections, either in the addresses of the 
presidents or in communications from members. My 
chief subject is of interest to the whole world 
—to every race—to every human being. It is 
of urgent importance to-day, and it is a life and 
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generations to come. I mean 
the question of food supply. 
may think are of the alarmist order; certainly they are 
depressing, but they are founded on stubborn facts. They 
show that England and all civilised nations stand in deadly 
peril of not having enough to eat. As mouths multiply, 
food resources dwindle. Land is a limited quantity, and 
the land that will grow wheat is absolutely dependent on 
difficult and capricious natural phenomena. I am con- 
strained to show that our wheat-producing soil is totally 
unequal to the strain put upon it. After wearying you with 
a survey of the universal dearth to be expected, I hope to 
point a way out of the colossal dilemma. It is the 
chemist who must come to the rescue of the threatened 
communities. It is through the laboratory that starvation 
may ultimately be turned into plenty. — 


THE WHEAT REQUIREMENTS OF THE WORLD, 


What are our home requirements in the way of wheat ? 
The consumption of wheat per head of the population (unit 
consumption) is over six bushels per annum ; and, taking 
the population at 40,000,000, we require no less than 
240,000,000 bushels of wheat, increasing annually by 
2,000,000 bushels, to supply the increase of population. 
Of the total amount of wheat consumed in the United 
Kingdom we grow 25 and import 75 per cent. So 
important is the question of wheat supply that it has 


attracted the attention of Parliament, and the question of 


national granaries has been mooted. It is certain that, 
in case of war with any of the Great Powers, wheat would 
be contraband, as if it were cannon or powder, liable to 
capture even under a neutral flag. We must therefore 
accept the situation and treat wheat as munitions of war, 
and grow, accumulate, or store it as such. It has 
been shown that at the best our stock of wheat 
and flour amounts only to 64,000,000 bushels— 
fourteen weeks’ supply—while last April our stock was equal 
to only 10,000,000 bushels, the smallest ever recorded by 
“‘Beerbohm ” for the period of the season. Similarly, the 
stocks held in Europe, the United States, and Canada, 
called the “world’s visible supply,” amounted to only 
54,000,000 bushels, or 10,000,000 less than last year’s sum 
total, and nearly 82,000,000 less than that of 1893 or 1894 
at the corresponding period. I do not venture to speak 
authoritatively on national granaries. More hopeful, 
although difficult and costly, would be the alternative of 
growing most, if not all, our own wheat supply here at home 
in the British Isles. The average yield over the United 
Kingdom last year was 29°07 bushels per acre the average 
for the last eleven years being 29°46. For twelve months 
we need 240,000,000 bushels of wheat, requiring about 
8,250,000 acres of good wheat-growing land, or nearly 
13,000 square miles, increasing at the rate of 1oc square 
miles per annum, to render us self-supporting as to bread 
food. This area is about one-fourth the size of England. A 
total area of land in the United Kingdom equal to a plot 
110 miles square, of quality and climate sufficient to grow 
wheat to the extent of 29 bushels per acre, does not seem 
a hopeless demand. It is doubtful, however, if this amount 
of land could be kept under wheat, and the necessary 
expense of high farming faced, except under the impericus 
pressure of impending starvation, or the stimulus of a 
national subsidy or permanent high prices. Certainly these 
13,000 square miles would not be available under ordinary 
economic conditions, for much, perhaps all, the land now 
under barley and oats would not be suitable for wheat. In 
any case, owing to our cold, damp climate and capricious 
weather, the wheat crop is hazardous, and for the present 
our annual deficit of 180,000,000 bushels must be imported. 


| A permanently higher price for wheat is, I fear, a calamity 


that ere long must be faced. At enhanced prices, land 
now under wheat will be better farmed, and therefore will 
yield better, thus giving increased production without 
increased area. The burning question of to-day is, 
What can the United Kingdom do to be reasonably safe 
from starvation in presence of two successive failures of 


Many of my statements you © 





‘ 





the world’s wheat harvest, or against a hostile combi- 


‘nation of European nations? We eagerly spend millions 
to protect our coasts and commerce ; 

on ships, explosives, guns, and men ; 
take necessary precautions to supply ‘ourselves with the 
very first and supremely important munition of war-—food. 
To take up the question of food-supply in its scientific 
aspect, I must not confine myself exclusively to our own 
national requirements. The problem is not restricted to 
the British Isles—the bread-eaters of the whole world share 
the perilous prospect—and I do not think it out of place if 
on this occasion I ask you to ‘ake with me a wide, general 
survey of the wheat supply of the whole world. Wheat is 
the most sustaining food grain of the great Caucasian race, 
which includes the peoples of Europe, United States, British 
America, the white inhabitants of South Africa, Australasia, 
parts of South America, and the white population of the 
European colonies. Of late years the individual consumption 
of wheat has almost universally increased. In Scandi- 
navia it has risen roo per cent. in twenty-five years; in 
Austro-Hungary 80 per cent., in France 20 per cent., while 
in Belgium it has increased 50 per cent. Only in Russia 
and Italy, and possibly Turkey, has the consumption of 
wheat per head declined. In 1871 the bread-eaters of the 
world numbered 371,000,000. In 1881 the numbers rose 
to 416,000,000, in 1891 to 472,600,000, and at the present 
time they number 516,500,000. The augmentation of the 
world’s bread-eating population in a geometrical ratio is 
evidenced by the fact that the yearly aggregates grow pro- 
gressively larger. In the early seventies they rose 4,300,000 
per annum, while in the eighties they increased by more 
than 6,000,000 per annum, necessitating annual additions to 
the bread supply nearly one-half greater than sufficed 
twenty-five years ago. How much wheat will be required 
to supply all these hungry mouths with bread? At the 
present moment it is not possible to get accurate estimates 
of this year’s wheat crops of the world, but an adequate 
idea may be gained from the realised crops of some 
countries and the promise of others. To supply 
516,500,000 bread-eaters, if each bread-eating unit is to 
have his usual ration, will require a total of 2,324,000,000 
bushels for seed and food. What are our prospects of 
obtaining this amount? According to the best authorities, 
the total supplies from the 1897-8 harvest are 1,921,000,000 
bushels. ‘The requirements of the 516,500,000 bread-eaters 
for food and seed are 2,324,000,000 bushels. There is 
thus a deficit of 403,000,000 bushels, which has not been 
urgently apparent owing to a surplus of 300,000,000 bushels 
carried over from the last harvest. Respecting the prospects 
of the harvest year just beginning, it must be borne in 


harvest. We start with a deficit of 103,000,000 bushels, 
and have 6,500,000 more mouths to feed. It follows, there- 
fore, that one-sixth of the required bread will be lacking 


unless larger drafts than now seem possible can be made upon © 


early produce from the next harvest. The majority of the 


wheat crops between 1882 and 1896 were in excess of current , 
| bushels. 


needs, andthus considerable reserves of wheat wereavailable for 
supplementing small deficits from the four deficient harvests. 
But bread-eaters have almost eaten up the reserves of wheat, 
and the 1897 harvest being under average, the conditions 
become serious. That scarcity and high prices have not 
prevailed in recent years is due to the fact that since 1889 
we have had seven world crops of wheat and six of rye 
abundantly in excess of the average. 
increased accumulations to such an extent as to obscure the 
fact that the harvests of 1895 and 1896 were each much 
below current requirements. | Practically speaking, reserves 
are now exhausted, and bread-eaters must be fed from 
current harvests—accumulation under present conditions 
being almost impossible. This is obvious from the fact 
that a harvest equal to that of 1894 (the greatest crop 
on record, both in acre yield and in the aggregate) 
would yield less than current needs. It is clear we 
are confronted with a colossal problem that must tax 
the wits of the wisest. When the bread-eaters have 


exhausted all possible supplies from the 1897-8 harvest | 


and millions more. 
but we omit to 





' from extraneous sources. 
mind that there are no remainders to bring over from last | 





' 95 million bushels. 


| bread in Russia has been reduced to danger point. 
These generous crops | 





| there will ig a deficit of 103,000,000 pishels of sha al 


no substitution possible unless Europeans can be induced 
to eat Indian corn or rye bread. Up to recent years the 
growth of wheat has kept pace with demands. As 
wheat-eaters increased, the acreage under wheat expanded. — 
The world has become so familiarised with the orderly 
sequence of demand and supply, so accustomed to look 
upon the vast plains of other wheat-growing countries as_ 
inexhaustible granaries, that, in a light-hearted way it is 
taken for granted that so many million additional acres can 
be added year after year to the wheat-growing area of the 
world. We forget that the wheat-growing area is of strictly 
limited extent, and that a few million acres regularly 
absorbed soon mount to a formidable number. 





\ 
THE POSSIBLE SUPPLIES OF THE FUTURE. 


The present position being so gloomy, let us consider future 
prospects. What are the capabilities as regards available 
area, economic conditions, and average yield of the wheat- 
growing countries from whence we now draw our supply ? 
For the last thirty years the United States have been the 
dominant factor in the foreign supply of wheat, exporting 
no less than 145,000,000 bushels. This shows how the 
bread eating world has depended, and still depends, on the 
United States for the means of subsistence. The entire 
world’s contributions to the food-bearing area have averaged 
but 4,000,000 acres yearly since 1869. It is scarcely 
possible that such an average, under existing conditions, 
can be doubled for the coming twenty-five years. Almost 
yearly since 1885 additions to the wheat-growing area 
have diminished, while the requirements of the increasing 
population of the ‘States have advanced, so that the 
needed American supplies have been drawn from the 
acreage hitherto used for exportation. Practically there 
remains no uncultivated prairie land in the United States 
suitable for wheat-growing. The virgin land has been: 
rapidly absorbed, until at present there is no land left for 
wheat without reducing the area for maize, hay, and other 
necessary crops. It is almost certain that within a genera- 
tion the ever-increasing population of the United States will 
consume all the wheat grown within its borders, and will be 
driven to import, and, like ourselves, will scramble for a 
lion’s share of the wheat crop of the world. This being 
the outlook, exports of wheat from the United States are 
only of present interest, and will gradually diminish to a 
vanishing point. The inquiry may be restricted to such 
countries as probably will continue to feed bread-eaters 
who annually derive a considerable part of their wheat. 
Next to the United States, 
Russia is the greatest wheat exporter, supplying nearly 
Although Russia at present exports so 
lavishly, this excess is’ merely provisional and precarious. 
The Russian peasant population increases more rapidly 
than any other in Europe. The yield per acre over 
European Russia is meagre—not more than 8°6 bushels to 
the acre—while some authorities consider it as low as 4°6 
The cost of production is low—lower even than 
on the virgin soils of the United States. The development 
of the fertile, though somewhat overrated, ‘black earth,” 


' which extends across the southern portion of the Empire 


and beyond the Ural Mountains into Siberia, progresses 
rapidly. But, as we have ‘ndicated, the consumption of 
The 
peasants starve and fall victims to “hunger typhus,” whilst 
the wheat-growers export grain that ought to be consumed 
at home. Considering Siberia as a _ wheat-grower, 
climate is the first consideration. As all Siberia’ 
lies north of the summer isotherm of 65deg., it 
follows that such region is ill adapted to wheat culture: 


_ unless some compensating climatic condition exists. As 
_ a fact, the conditions are exceptionally unfavourable in all. 


but very limited districts in the two westernmost govern- 
ments. The cultivable lands of Western Siberia adapted 
to grain-bearing neither equal in extent nor in potential: 
productive powers those of Iowa, Minnesota, and Nebraska. - 
There are limited tracts of fair productiveness in Central: 
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beria and in the valleys of the southern affluents of the 
Amoor, but these are only just capable of supporting a 
meagre population. Prince Hilkoff, Russian Minister of 
ays and Communications, declared in 1896 that “Siberia 
never had produced and never would produce wheat and 
rye enough to feed the Siberian population.” And a year 
_Jater Prince Krapotkin backed the statement as substantially 
correct. Expectations have been cherished that the 
Canadian North-west would easily supply the world with 
wheat, and exaggerated estimates are drawn as to the amount 
of surplus land on which wheat can be grown. ‘Thus far 
performance has lagged behind promise, the wheat- 
bearing area of all Canada having increased less than 
500,000 acres since 1884, while the exports have not 
increased in greater proportion. As the wheat area of 
p Manitoba and the North-west has increased the wheat 
area of Ontario and the eastern provinces has decreased, 
the added areas being little more than sufficient to meet 
the growing requirements of population. | We have seen 
calculations showing that Canada contains 500,000,000 
acres of profitable wheat land ‘The impossibility of such 
an estimate ever being fulfilled will be apparent when it 
is remembered that the whole area employed in both 
temperate zones for growing all the staple food crops is 
‘not more than 580,000,000 acres, and that in no country 
has more than g per cent. of the area been devoted to 
wheat culture. Australasia as a potential contributor 
: to the world’s supply of wheat affords another fertile 
field for speculation. Climatic conditions limit the 
_ Australian wheat area to a small portion of the 
_ southern littoral belt. For the second season in succes- 
sion, the wheat crop last year was destroyed over large 
areas in Victoria, and in South Australia the harvest 
_ averaged not more than about 3% bushels per acre after 
_ meeting colonial requirements for food and seed, leaving 
_ only 684,000 bushels for export. In most other districts 
_ the yield falls to such an extent as to cause Europeans to 
wonder why the pursuit of wheat-raising is continued. 
New Zealand has a moist climate, resembling that of 
central and southern England, while South Australia is 
semi-arid, resembling western Kansas. Only two countries 
_ in the world yield as much wheat per acre as New Zealand— 
these are Denmark and the United Kingdom. Notwith- 
standing the great yield of wheat, due to an equable 
climate, New Zealand finds fruit and dairy farming still 
more profitable. The climatic conditions favourable to 
_ wheat are also conducive to luxuriant growths of nutritious 
} 
: 
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grasses. Thus the New Zealander ships his butter more 
than half-way round the world, and competes successfully 
_ with western Europe. During the last twenty seven years 
_ the Austro-Hungarian population has increased 21 8 per 
. cent., as against an increase of 54°6 per cent. in the acreage of 
_ wheat. Notwithstanding this disparity in the rates of increase 
exports have practically ceased by reason of an advance 
of nearly 80 per cent. in unit consumption. There can be 
little doubt that Austro-Hungary is about to enter the 
_ ranks of importing nations, although in Hungary a consider- 
- able area of wheat land remains to be brought under 
_ cultivation. Roumania is an important wheat-growing coun- 
_ try. In 1896 it produced 69,000,000 bushels, and exported 
34,000,000 bushels. It has a considerable amount of 
surplus land which can be used for wheat, although for 
‘many years the wheat area is not likely to exceed home 
requirements. France comes next to the United States asa 
producer of wheat; but for our purpose she counts but 
little, being dependent on supplies from abroad for an average 
quantity of 14 per-cent. of her own production. ‘There 
is practically no spare land in France that can be put under 
wheat in sufficient quantity to enable her to do more 
_ than provide for increase of population. Germany is a 
gigantic importer of wheat, her imports rising 700 per 
cent. in the last twenty-five years, and now averaging 
35,000,000 bushels. Other nations of Europe, also im- 
porters, do not require detailed mention, as under no 
conceivable conditions would they be able to do more than 
supply wheat for the -increasing requirements of their local 
population, and, instead of replenishing, would probably 
diminish the world’s stores. The prospective supply of 
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wheat from Argentina and Uruguay has been greatly over- 
rated. The agricultural area includes less than 100,000,000 
acres of good, bad, and indifferent land, much of which is 
best adapted for pastoral purposes. There is no prospect 
of Argentina ever being able to devote more than 
30,000,000 acres to wheat ; the present wheat area is about 
6,000,000 acres, an area that may be doubled in the next 
twelve years. But the whole arable region is subject to 
great climatic vicissitudes, and to frosts that ravage the 
fields south of the thirty-seventh parallel. Years of system- 
ised energy are frustrated in a few days—perhaps hours— 
by a single cruelty of nature, such as a plague of locusts, 
a tropical rain, or a devastating hail storm. It will 
take years to bring the surplus lands of Argentina into 
cultivation, and the population is even now insufficient 
During the 
next twelve years Uruguay may add a million acres to 
the world’s wheat fields; but social, political, and 
economic conditions seriously interfere with agricultural 
development. At the present time South Africa is an 
importer of wheat, and the regions suitable to cereals do not 
exceed a few million acres. Great expectations have been 
formed as to the fertility of Mashonaland, the Shire High- 
lands, and the Kikuyu plateau, and as to the adaptation 
of these regions to the growth of wheat. But wheat culture 
fails where the banana ripens, and the banana flourishes 
throughout Central Africa, except in limited areas of 
great elevation. In many parts of Africa insect pests 
render it impossible to store grain, and without grain 
stores there can be little hope of large exports. North 
Africa, formerly the granary of Rome, now exports less 
than 5,000,000 bushels of wheat annually, and these ex- 
ports are on the decline owing to increased home demands. 
With scientific irrigation Egypt could supply three times 
her present amount of wheat, although no increase is 
likely unless the cotton fields of the Delta are diverted to 
grain growing. In Algeria and Tunis nearly all reclaimed 
lands are. devoted to the production of wine, for which a 
brisk demand exists. Were this land devoted to the growth 
of wheat an additional 5,000,000 might be obtained. The 
enormous acreage devoted to wheat in India has been 
declining for some years, and in 1895 over 20,000,000 acres 
yielded 185,000,000 bushels. Seven-eighths of this harvest 
is required for native consumption, and only one-eighth on 
an average is available for export. The annual increase of 
population is more than 3,000,000, demanding an addition 
to the food-bearing lands of not less than 1,800,000 acres 
annually. In recent years the increase has been less than 
one-fourth of this amount. In surveying the limitations 
and vicissitudes of wheat crops, I have endeavoured to keep 
free from exaggeration, and have avoided insistance on 
doubtful points. 


“ ARE WE TO GO HUNGRY?” 


The facts and figures I have set before you are easily 
interpreted. Since 1871 unit consumption of wheat, in- 
cluding seed, has slowly increased in the United Kingdom 
to the present amount of six bushels per head per annum ; 
while the rate of consumption for seed and food by the 
whole world of bread-eaters was 4°15 bushels per unit per 
annum for the eight years ending 1878, and at the present 
time is 4°5 bushels. Under present conditions of low acre 
yield wheat cannot long retain its dominant position among 
the foodstuffs of the civilised world. ‘The details of the 
impending catastrophe no one can predict, but its general 
direction is obvious enough. Should all the wheat-growing 
countries add to their area to the utmost capacity, on the 
most careful calculation the yield would give us only an addi- 
tionof some 100,000,000 acres, supplying at the average world 
yield of 12°7 bushels to the acre 1,270,000,000 bushels, 
just enough to supply the increase of population among 
bread-eaters till the year 1931. At the present time 
there exists a deficit in the wheat area of 31,000 square 
miles—a deficit masked by the fact that the ten world 
crops of wheat harvested in the ten years ending 1896 
were more than 5 per cent. above the average of the 
previous twenty-six years. When provision shall have 
been made, if possible, to feed 230,000,000 units likely 
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to be added to the bread-eating populations by 1931— 


by the complete occupancy of the arable areas of the 
temperate zone now partially occupied—where can_ be | 


grown the additional 330,000,000 bushels of wheat required 
ten years later by a hungry world? What is to happen 
if the present rate of population be maintained, and if 
arable areas of sufficient extent cannot be adapted and 


made contributory to the subsistence of so great a host ?- 


Are we to go hungry and to know the trial of scarcity? 
That is the poignant question. Thirty years is but 
a day in the life of a nation. Those present who may 
attend the meeting of the British Association thirty years 
hence will judge how far my forecasts are justified. If 
bread fails—not only us, but all the bread-eaters of the 
world—what are we to do? We are born wheat-eaters. 
Other races, vastly superior to us in numbers, but differing 
widely in material and intellectual progress, are eaters of 
Indian corn, rice, millet, and other grains, but none of 
these grains have the food value, the concentrated health- 
sustaining power of wheat, and it is on this account that the 
accumulated experience of civilised mankind has set wheat 
apart as the fit and proper food for the development of 
muscle and brains. It is said that when other wheat- 
exporting countries realise that the States can no longer 
keep pace with the demand, these countries will extend their 
area of cultivation, and struggle to keep up the supply part 
passu with the falling off in other quarters. But will this 
comfortable and cherished doctrine bear the test of 
examination ? Cheap production of what depends on 
a variety of causes, varying greatly in different countries. 
Taking the cost of producing a given quantity of wheat in 
the United Kingdom at roos., the cost for the same amount 
in the United States is 67s., in India 66s., and in Russia 
54s. We require cheap labour, fertile soil, easy transporta- 
tion to market, low taxation and rent, and no export or 
import duties. Labour will rise in price and fertility 
diminish as the requisite manurial constituents in the virgin 
suil become exhausted. Facility of transportation to market 
will be aided by railways, but these are slow and costly to 
construct, and it will not pay to carry wheat by rail beyond 
a certain distance. These considerations show that the 
price of wheat tends to increase. On the other hand, the 
artificial impediments of taxation and customs duties tend to 
diminish as demand increases and prices rise. 


THE CHEMIST TO THE RESCUE, 


I have said that starvation may be averted through the 
laboratory. Before we are in the grip of actual dearth the 
chemist will step in and postpone the day of famine to so 
distant a period that we, and our sons and grandsons, may 
legitimately live without undue solicitude for the future. 
It is now recognised that all crops require what is called a 
“dominant” manure. Some need nitrogen, some potash, 
others phosphates. Wheat pre-eminently demands nitrogen, 
fixed in the form of ammonia or nitric acid. All other 
necessary constituents exist in the soil; but nitrogen is 
mainly of atmospheric origin, and is rendered “ fixed” by 
a slow and precarious process which requires a com- 
bination of rare meteorological and geographical condi- 
tions to enable it to advance at a sufficiently rapid rate 
to become of commercial importance. There are several 
sources of available nitrogen. The distillation of coal in 
the process of gas-inaking yields a certain amount of its 
nitrogen in the form of ammonia; and this product, as 
sulphate of ammonia, is a substance of considerable com- 
mercial value to gas companies. But the quantity produced 
is comparatively small; all Europe does not yield more 
than 400,000 annual tons, and, in view of the unlimited 
nitrogen required to substantially increase the world’s wheat 
crop, this slight amount of coal ammonia is not of much 
significance. For along time guano has been one of the 
most important sources of nitrogenous manures, but 
guano deposits are so near exhauston that they may 
be dismissed from consideration. Much has been said 
of late years, and many hopes raised by the discovery 














of. Hellriegel and Wilfarth that leguminous plants 


bear on their roots nodosities abounding in bacteria — 
endowed with the property of fixing atmospheric nitro- — 
_ gen; and it is proposed that the necessary amount of — 


nitrogen demanded by grain crops should be supplied to 
the soil by cropping it with clover and ploughing in the 


plant when its nitrogen assimilisation is complete. But it i 


is questionable whether such a mode of procedure will lead 


to the lucrative stimulation of crops. It must be admitted — 


that practice has long been ahead of science, and for ages 
farmers have valued and cultivated leguminous crops. The 
four-course rotation is turnips, barley, clover, wheat—a 
sequence popular more than two thousand years ago. On 





the Continent, in certain localities, there has been some 


extension of microbe cultivation; at home we have not — 


reached even the experimental stage. Our present know- 
ledge leads to the conclusion that the much more frequent 
growth of clover on the same land, even with successful 
microbe-seeding and proper mineral supplies, would be. 
attended with uncertainty and_ difficulties. 
soon becomes what is called “clover sick,” and turns — 
barren. There is still another and invaluable source 
of fixed nitrogen. I mean the treasure locked up in > 
the sewage and drainage of our towns. 


The land | 


Individually the — 


amount so lost is trifling, but multiply the loss by the — 


number of inhabitants, and we have the startling fact that, — 


in the United Kingdom, we are content to hurry down our 
drains and water courses, into the sea, fixed nitrogen to the 


value of no less than £16,000,000 per annum. This un- — 


speakable waste continues, and no effective and universal 


method is yet contrived of converting sewage into corn, — 


Of this barbaric waste of manurial constituents, Liebig, 
nearly half a century ago, wrote in these prophetic words: 
““Nothing will more certainly consummate the ruin of 
England than a scarcity of fertilisers—it means a scarcity 
of food. It is impossible that such a sinful violation of the 
divine laws of nature should for ever remain unpunished ; 
and the time will probably come for England sooner 
than for any other country, when, with all her wealth in gold, 
iron, and coal, she will be unable to buy one-thousandth 
part of the food which she has, du:ing hundreds of years, 
thrown recklessly away.” The more widely this wasteful 
system is extended, recklessly returning to the sea what we 
have taken from the land, the more surely and quickly will the 
finite stocks of nitrogen locked up in the soils of the world be- 
come exhausted. Let us remember that the plant creates 
nothing ; there is nothing in bread which is not absorbed 
from the soil, and, unless the abstracted nitrogen is returned 
to the soil, its fertility must ultimately be exhausted. When 
we apply to the land nitrate of soda, sulphate of ammonia, 
or guano, we are drawing on the earth’s capital, and our 
drafts will not perpetually be honoured. Already we see 
that a virgin soil cropped for several years loses its produc- 
tive powers, and without artificial aid becomes infertile. 
Thus the strain to meet demands is increasingly great. 
Witness the yield of forty bushels of wheat per acre under 
favourable conditions, dwindling through exhaustion of soil 
to less than seven bushels of poor grain, and the urgency of 
husbanding the limited store of fixed nirogen becomes 
apparent. The store of nitrogen in the atmosphere is 
practically unlimited, but it is fixed and rendered assimilable 
by plants only by cosmic processes of extreme slowness. 
The nitrogen which with a light heart we liberate in a 
battleship broadside has taken millions of minute organisms 
patiently working for centuries to win from the atmosphere. 


(Zo be continued.) 
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CONDENSED SEPARATED MILK. 


THE movement we began six years ago to secure the 
“suppression of the sale of skimmed or separated condensed 
‘milk for infants’ feeding has at last secured the active 
‘Support of the more enlightened vestries and local autho- 
tities throughout the country. The Camberwell Vestry has 
posted notices warning mothers against its use, and the 
Tegistrar of births is giving a handbill to every person 
registering a birth. Other local authorities are following 
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suit and joining in a request to Parliament for the introduc- 
tion of a Bill to stop this child-murder by making it 
compulsory that manufacturers should state in plain 
language and conspicuously on their labels what quantity 
of the condensed milk would be required to give the same 
amount of food as an infant would obtain from a pint of 
average new milk. 

Dr. Frank Litherland Teed, public analyst, who analysed 
samples of ‘‘ condensed separated” for Camberwell Vestry, 
found that so thoroughly had the nutritious properties been 
abstracted, that 10 half-pound tins only gave the same 
amount of Jat as one pint of new milk. That means that 
the poor are paying 2s. 6d. a pint for this milk. “dz 
infant of three to four months would need to take 841). 
of the best and no less than 21lb. of the cheapest every 
day.” To remain in health the baby would have to take 
over ¢wo gallons of this milk per day. 

It is six years since we made these facts public, and 
after much striving the makers have been at last com- 
pelled to use the word “ separated ” instead of ‘‘skimmed.” 
Had it not been for Lord Coleridge’s strange decision we 
would have had conspicuous labelling ere this. However, 
now that the local authorities have joined in our crusade it 
seems as though this monstrous abuse will be suppressed 
ere long. 


INFANTS’ FEEDING AND THE MORTALITY 
FROM DIARRHGA. 


Dr. A. MEARNS FRASER, Medical Officer of Health, 
Portsmouth, in his annual report says : 

“ During the past year a very heavy mortality occurred 
from diarrhoea. Altogether 286 deaths were registered 
from this cause, out of these, 260 occurred among 
children under 5 years of age, of which 221 were under 
1 year. Out of the children who died under 1 year of 
age, 196, or 88 per cent., were artificially fed. The incidence 
of deaths was greatest during the last two weeks in July, the 
month of August, and the first fortnight of September, 247 
occurring during that period. The majority of these 
deaths may safely be attributed to the following causes: 
injudicious feeding, want of cleanliness, adulteration of 
milk, neglect to scald the milk and feeding bottle each 
time before use, soil pollution under and around houses, 
and the presence of the tubercle bacillus in milk. If the 
milk and feeding bottle were thoroughly scalded each 
time, immediately before use, this terrible summer diarrhoea 
would be prevented. During the hot summer weather 
when the 4ft. earth thermometer reaches about 60 degrees 
Fahrenheit, germ life becomes most active, milk forms 
the best substance for germs of any description to grow 
in, and after it has been standing for a little time, 
each drop contains millions of bacilli of various kinds, 
especially that known as the bacillus coli communis ; these 
act as irritants to the intestinal canal of children, which is 
not strongly enough developed to fight against them, and | 
the result is a rapidly fatal diarrhoea. If, however, the milk 
were raised to boiling point before use, these germs would 
be destroyed, and, as I have said, this tremendous mortality 
from summer diarrhoea would probably be abolished.” 

Commenting on the quality of Portsmouth milk Mr. J. 
Moore Murray, F.C.S., public analyst, states that in 1897 
the percentage of adulterated samples was 32°6, and that 
if each sample of milk examined represents ten gallons of milk 
sold in the town, it follows from the result that out of 1,010 
gallons no less than 329 gallons were adulterated. It 
would not be correct, however, to say that out of the 1,500,000 
gallons of milk sold in Portsmouth last year 489,600 
gallons were adulterated, for there are many honest milk 
dealers who, besides being bigger ratepayers, are unfortunately 
brought into unfair competition with .those dealers who 
systematically swindle the purchaser. 

Before there is any improvement in the quality of the 
milk it will be necessary for greater penalties to be inflicted. 
Your inspectors take every care in acting to the letter of 
the Act, and only those cases are taken to court where 
there is every prospect of a conviction, but the fines 
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inflicted are so small that a dishonest tradesman can, ina 
few days, by carrying on the practice of adulteration, pay 
them without any great inconvenience to himself. The 
standard of quality is notoriously low, yet in one case more 
than half the fat had been abstracted, or the milk when 
genuine had been adulterated with its own bulk of 
“separated milk.” In this way the vendor made enormous 
profits, and by continuing the adulteration would in a very 
short time have made more than the twenty-seven shillings 
fine inflicted. 





WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 

THE Portsmouth Public Analyst reports that some 
samples of spirits on examination proved to be adulterated, 
and yet in none of these cases was there a prosecution 
because a card was exhibited somewhere in the bar where the 
spirits were purchased stating that all the spirits sold on the 
premises were adulterated. In 1879 a special Food and 
Drugs Act (Amendment Act) was passed fixing the standard 
strength for all spirits, and yet in Portsmouth the majority 
of the publicans, knowing that no prosecutions are instituted, 
openly evade the act by exhibiting the card. Prosecutions 
are instituted and convictions obtained in other towns and 
countries, and, as a consequence, in London the percentage 
of adulterated spirits falls as low as 10°2. It is manifestly 
unfair for one trade to be at liberty to put itself beyond the 
provisions of the Act, and to remedy this it behoves 
Council to institute proceedings in these cases of adultera- 
tion and if necessary to carry them to a higher court. 
At Shipston-on-Stour, William Freeman, of the “ White 
Bear,” Shipston-on-Stour, was summoned for selling half-a- 
pint of whisky adulterated with 27 per cent.of water, being 
two degrees more than the amount allowed by law.—P.C. 
Cartwright, of Blockley, proved the purchase of the whisky, 
and Inspector Critchley, of Evesham, proved sending the 
same to the analyst, and he produced the certificate with 
the result of the analysis as above.—Defendant said he 
was always careful in the making-up of the spirits, and 
allowed twenty-three degrees below proof, which was con- 
sidered quite safe.—Fined £2 and gs. 6d. costs.—Harriet 
Madoline Kindred, of the “George Hotel,” Shipston-on- 
Stour, was charged with a similar offence.—The same 
witnesses were called, and the certificate of the analyst 
showed exactly the same result as in the previous case.— 
Defendant said she had no intention of breaking the law, 
and she thought some of the spirit must have evaporated 
after it had been broken down.—Fined £2 and gs. 6d. 
costs. 





A CURIOUS BEER DILUTION CASE. 

At Worship Street, on September 1sth, Mrs. Jane Evans, 
licensed victualler, late of the ‘“ London Apprentice” tavern, 
333, Old Street, Shoreditch, was summoned by the Excise 
authorities, before Mr. Mead, for diluting certain beer on 
her premises.—Mr. Dennis prosecuted for the Excise 
Mr. Wallace, barrister, defending—The summons was taken 
out on June 21st last, and came on for hearing on July 28th, 
when the prosecution was not prepared to fully prove their 
case, the defence contending that the dilution was not done 
on the defendant’s premises. The prosecution now proved 
taking samples of porter from two casks in the cellar of the 
premises, and tracing them by the gyle mark from the 
brewers, Messrs. Truman and Co., to the defendants. 
Messrs. Truman’s brewer and chemist proved the specific 
gravity of the brew, and the Excise analyst at Somerset 
House, to whom the samples taken were submitted, proved 
that the specific gravity of one had been lowered by dilution 
two gallons in the barrel.—Mr. Wallace said that Mrs. Evans, 
a widow, had, befure the summons was served, transferred 
the licence of the house in question, but she denied 
all knowledge of the adulteration. He proposed to 


prove, by the manager and others employed on 
the place at the time, that the beer had not 
been diluted there—The defendant’s son, the son’s 


wife, the cellarman, and others, were called with this 
view, but the chain of evidence was admittedly incom- 
plete.—A man employed as potman in the house—-who was 
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not called—was shown to have had access to the 
cellar from whence he had to get wood and coals. It 
sought to show that the potman had no chance of “ pla: 
tricks with the beer,” as it was the rule to keep the cella 
locked, and when the potman had the keys for someone t¢ 
go to the cellar at the same time.—Mr. Mead pointed out 
that the adulteration amounted to about rs. 6d. a week, 
and asked how much a potman could drink at a time.— 
The question could not be answered, and the magistrate 
remarked that if the beer was stolen by the potman it was 
curious that he should wait to replace the exact quantit 
stolen by water. A second point raised was whether the 
dilution could have been caused by “fining,” but it was 
said that porter was never fined.—Mr. Mead came to the 
conclusion that the gravity of the beer in question was 
reduced after it had been delivered by the brewers, but 
whether before it reached the defendant’s house or in the 
house was an open question. He dismissed the summons 
and on the application of counsel granted two guineas costs 
against the Excise. 4 


MILK. 

A SUGGESTION oF CUNNING FRAUD. . : 
At Torquay County Court, on September 17th, Cha 
lotte Crispin Shepheard, of Church-road, Ellacombe, 
claimed £3 4s. 9d. of H. J. Edwards, Plainmoor, Torquay, 
for milk sold. ‘There was a counter-claim for £5 damage: 
sustained through the sale of adulterated milk. Mr. 
J. Carter for Edwards, Mr. R. B. Woosman for Mrs. Shep 
heard. Edwards had paid the £3 4s. od. into court, an¢ 
the counter-claim only was in‘ dispute. Edwards entered 
into an agreement to purchase considerable quantities of 
milk daily of Mrs. Shepheard for supplying his customers. 
In February or March last he noticed the milk was poor in 
quality, and made complaints. In May it was so bad he 
sent a sample for analysis, and so ascertained that the milk 
contained 16 per cent. of added water. Then he ceased deal- 
ing with Mrs. Shepheard. He had lost customers worth 
altogether £2 a week owing to the quality of the milk.— 
The Judge suggested to Edwards that all milk was 
watered, but Edwards replied that it was not supposed to 
be.—His Honour thought it would have been fairer if 
Edwards had informed Mrs. Shepheard he was going to 
have the milk analysed.—F. Rogers, milk boy, said i 
received two complaints about Mrs. Shepheard’s milk. 
About seven customers ceased taking milk, all except one 
before last Christmas.—In this Edwards said the boy was 
mistaken. The customers were lost in the spring of this 
year.—For the defence, Mr. Woosman asserted that 
Edwards, finding he could get sufficient milk in the 
summer from his own cows, tampered with the milk 
sent for analysis, so that he could cancel his agreement 
with Mrs Shepheard.—Mrs. Shepheard admitted that 
Edwards had been supplied with watered milk last January 
It came about in this way: she had a lame horse ai 
Cockington, and was in the habit of sending water for it in 
one of the milk cans. On two occasions, instead of going 
to the horse the water went to Edwards. The boy, 
without knowing the can contained water, poured the milk 
into it, and it was sent to the customers. As soon as she 
found it out she went to Edwards, and did not charge him 
for the water and milk he had received. She suggested he 
could get the police to take a sample of her milk at any 
time. The police had taken samples, and had always 
found the milk pure. This was merely an excuse to get 
rid of his contract. Edwards had never complained to he 
about the milk.—The judge thought the weight of evidenc 
in Edwards’ favour, and he was entitled to a verdict. Bu 
the amount of damage was not great, and the case woul 
be met by a verdict for £1. In consequence of the sug 
gestion that he had been guilty of abominable and cunning 
fraud by adding water to the milk himself, Mrs. Shepheard 
would have to pay costs on the £5 scale. 


A TESTIMONIAL TO AN OFFENDER. 


ARTHUR JAMES PETTIT, thirty, labourer, and Henry 
David Welch, twenty, were charged at Clerkenwell police- 
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el deavouring to procure charitable contributions by means 

a false petition. The defendants were apprehended by 
‘Police-sergeant Baldwin after they had endeavoured to get a 
~ subscription from the shop of Mr. Evans, dairyman, of 202, 
oo Street, St. Pancras. 

_ Mr. Horace Smith: I see the appeal in the petition is 
on behalf of a milkman named Welch, who appears to 
have had the misfortune of having been fined To 12s. 6d, 
for adulterating milk. (Laughter.) There is a hope ex- 
_ pressed that his friends would rally round him, as if it was 
msotne meritorious act to adulterate milk, and deserved the 
regard of a grateful country. (Laughter.) The first name 

on. the list is evidently a ‘dummy ”—“‘ Mr. Wiseman, ts.’ 
probably placed there with the object of making pedple 
think that if a ‘‘ Wiseman” gave a shilling they also could 
do likewise. (Laughter.) 
_ Welch said he did not think he was doing any harm in 
collecting money on behalf of his father. It was proved 
‘that Welch, senior, had been fined £10 ras. 6d. for milk . 
adulteration. Mr. Horace Smith bound the accused men 
over to keep the peace. 
At Plymouth, on Sept. 12th, William Robert Luscombe, 
dairyman, Cobourg Street, was charged with selling 
adulterated milk. Mr. E. Ward prosecuted on behalf of 
the town clerk. Mr. W. J. Addiscott, inspector, bought at 
‘defendant’s shop 2d. worth of milk which was found to 
contain 11°95 per cent. of water. Defendant said he sold 
the milk ashe bought it. Mr. Wilson (magistrates’ clerk): 
Do you care to say whom you boughtit from? Defendant: 


( 0! 


Three different persons. Mr. Wilson: No warranty, I © 
‘suppose? Defendant: No. Fined £3 and costs, or 
fourteen days’ imprisonment. — Martha Axford, 19, 


ambridge Street, was charged with selling milk containing 
13 per cent. of added water. In reply to Mr, Dobell, who 
“defended, the Inspector said he occasionally met the carts 
‘of dealers who supplied shopkeepers with milk, and took 
‘samples, but did not go out with the object of meeting 
those carts only. Mr. Dobell said he had to plead guilty, 
but his instructions were that defendant was absolutely 
gnorant of having committed an offence. Half an hour 
yefore Mr. Addiscott called at the shop Mr. Neal, of Egg 
uckland, brought the milk and placed it in a can which 
was empty upto that time. Nothing was afterwards added 
0 or taken from the milk, so that it was purely a technical 
ffence. Although it was possible for defendant to get from 
he wholesale dealer a warranty that the milk was absolutely 
ure, he supposed there was not one in a hundred of the 
mall dealers who knew that fact, ‘The Bench said they 
had stated again and again the necessity for all dealers in 
ilk to get a written warranty from the persons from whom 
* 





ey bought the milk. If they chose to neglect this pre- 
caution they must take the consequences. In almost every 
case the same kind of defence was set up, and he hoped the 
Press would make it known that the Bench would convict 
n all cases unless some written warranty was brought by the 


At Glasgow, Robert Telford, wholesale dairyman, 99, 
Saltmarket Street, admitted having, on August 16th, 


be deficient in Pre fat to the extent of Ig per cent. 
Mr. Oatts, writer, pleaded in extenuation that on the 
orning in question Mr. Telford was unwell, and a new 
mployé had, unfortunately, emptied a butt of skim milk 
mong the sweet—Mr. Telford being in the habit of supply- 
ing both kinds to the home. The Sheriff modified the fine 
to £1, with 15s. of expenses. 

Jas.. WILLIAMSON, farmer, West Revoch, Eaglesham, 
as charged with having, on August roth, sent sweet milk 
a Glasgow dairyman which, on analysis, was found to 
contain 13 per cent. of added water, and sweet milk which 
contained 4 per cent. of added water, whereby he was liable 
to a penalty of £40, being #20 for each offence. Mr. 
Jubb, writer, said that personally the accused knew nothing 
about how the offence had been committed. The Sheriff, 
as it was the first complaint against the accused, fined him 
£10, with £2 15s. expenses. 
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| court on Samet 19th with being concerned together in 


' unsound and unfit 
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MARGARINE. 

AT Salford, on September 14th, three provision déalete 
named Andrew Leigh, of Garden Lane, Salford; Richard 
Ainsworth, of Bury Street; and Francis Riley, of Quay 
Street, Salford, were summoned for selling margarine with- 
out exposing on the same the necessary label.—The cases © 
were proved by Inspector Crossley, who stated that he had 
visited each of the defendant’s shops and made purchases. 
At each of the shops he found that the margarine was not 
labelled. ©The defendants informed Crossley when he was 
making the purchases that the article was margarine.—The 
stipendiary imposed a fine of 3s. and costs in each case. 

At Wednesbury Police-court, Frederick Crudgington, 
trading at 84, Church Street, Bilston, as the Danish Dairy 
Company, and Edward Hartland, his manager, were sum- 
moned, the former for selling butter which was not of the 
nature and quality demanded, and both for selling mar- 
garine which was not in a proper wrapper, as required by 
the Act of Parliament. Mr. R. A. Willcock (Wolver- 
hampton) prosecuted on behalf of Mr. Van Tromp, county 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act.—Evidence was 
given that, on July 24th, the defendant Hartland was seen 
delivering butter at a house at Coseley. An assistant to 
the inspector asked to see the butter, which was wrapped 
in a paper, bearing the name of the firm and the words, 
“Your recommendation will be esteemed a favour. Farmers’ 
fresh butter and new-laid eggs twice weekly.” ‘The sub- 
stance, when analysed, proved to be margarine, there 
being 55 per cent. of butter in it—Mr. Willcock pointed 
out that there was considerable difficulty in proving a case 
of this kind, where butter was delivered to a private person, 
and it was probably only a sample of what had been going 
on at this shop. Crudgington threw the entire responsibility 

on his manager, who, he said, had control of the business 
at Bilston.—Hartland’s defence was that some margarine 
got mixed with the butter accidentally—Mr. Van Tromp 
stated that the defendant Hartland had previously managed 
a business for a man who was prosecuted under similar 
circumstances.— The stipendiary said it could not be too 
widely known that any purchaser could have his butter’ 
analysed, and he hoped that other people would look out to 
see that when they paid for butter margarine was not palmed 
on tothem. He fined Crudgington £8, and £3 12s. rod. 

costs; and Hartland £7, and gs. 6d. 


COFFEE. 

At the Blyth Petty Sessional Court, George Smith, 
grocer, Cowpen Quay, was charged with selling coffee 
adulterated with 46 per cent. of chicory.—Inspector Millar 
spoke to having purchased the coffee on August 2oth at 
defendant’s shop. He produced the analyst’s certificate 
stating that the adulteration amounted to 46 per cent. of 
chicory. Replying to Mr. Wm. Charlton, who defended, 
witness said he was charged 4d. for a quarter of pound. 
Mrs. Smith came into the shop and said the coffee was not 
pure; but she was too late—the coffee had then been 
bought and paid for.—Mr. Charlton, for the defence, urged 
that there was no intention to defraud. The girl in the 
shop, he said, did not like to give the gentleman the paper 
marked ‘Chicory and Coffee,” but gave him the plain 
paper.—The Bench treated the case as merely technical, 
and imposed a fine of 2s. 6d. and costs. 

Alex. Brown, grocer, was also charged under the same 
Act with selling coffee adulterated with 50 per cent. of 
chicory, at 40, Croft Road, Waterloo, and with selling 
coffee adulterated with 34 per cent. at Cowpen Quay on 
August 2oth.—He was fined 2s. 6d. and costs, 


BAD MEAT SEIZED AT A PIE SHOP. 

At Lambeth on Sept. 13th, Edwin Farren, of Camber- 
well Road, was summoned by the Cambewell Vestry for 
depositing on his premises for the purpose of preparation 
for sale a quantity of meat and some suet, which was 
for food.—Mr. G. W. Marsden, 
solicitor to the Vestry, appeared in support of the sum- 
mons.—lInspector Kerslake stated that on the 22nd August 
he visited the defendant’s premises for the purpose of 









inspecting the drains. While there he observed 
some bad meat in the kitchen. Some time later he again 
went to the premises with Inspector Chadderton and found 
the meat still there. Two pieces were hanging up on a nail, 
and two pieces were by the chopping machine. The meat 
was in a very bad state and full of maggots, and a pertion of 


it green. The defendant was engaged in making pies on the. 


opposite side of the room. He called the defendant’s atten- 
tion to the meat, and he said he knew it was bad and in- 
tended to destroy it. He added that he would not be fool 
enough to use such meat. - The witness also seized some suet 
which had maggots in it—Mr. Hopkins: Was there any 
meat actually minced up?—The Witness: Yes, sir. He 
examined it, but could not say that there was any bad meat 
amongst it. Eel pies, beef steak puddings, and soup were 
sold at the defendant’s shop.—The defendant, in answer to 
the summons, said he had just taken a 50 years’ lease of 
the place, and was endeavouring to establish a reputation. 
It was not likely that he would use such stuff.—Walter John 
Storer, a builder’s foreman in the employment ofa firm 
who are making some alterations at the premises, said he 
had worked at the place for some weeks, and had never 
seen anything but good materials used by the defendant. 
—The defendant, again addressing the Court, said that 
the meat complained of had been left over from the 
Saturday, and the intervening Sunday was a very hot day. 
What had been called suet was really waste fat which had 
been put on one side to be sent away.—Mr. Hopkins 


ordered the defendant to pay a fine of #5 and 18s. costs, | 


A BONE BOILING NUISANCE. 


AT Newcastle, Renny Forbes and Co., Limited, New- 
castle, were summoned. It was set out in the summons 
that at number 36, St. Mary’s Street, Sandgate, the trade of 
boiling bones was carried on. The offence was said to be 
one against the Public Health Act of 1875. 

Mr. Hill Motum (Town Clerk) prosecuted, and Mr. Joel, 
barrister-at-law, defended. 

Mr. Wells, Chief Sanitary Inspector, stated, in reply to 
the Town Clerk, that he had visited the premises com- 
plained of on several occasions. Certain parts of the 
building were saturated with grease. When the pans were 
boiling, very offensive smells escaped and reached different 
parts of the neighbourhood. The pans were quite open. 
The bones were, he believed, collected for the most part 
by ragmen. They also were brought by butchers’ carts. 
They were taken into the premises in large quantities and 
in a most offensive condition. The cart caused people to 
_ stop in the streets—the smell being so bad. He had seen 
one lot black with flies, and people in the neighbourhood 
were holding their handkerchiefs to their noses as they 
passed. When the bones were boiled they were thrown on 
to the floor again, and there they remained in huge heaps, 
after which they were put into sacks. Later, the bags were 
taken away by carts and sent to different parts of the 
country for manure. 

Witness, proceeding, said the floor was often alive 
with maggots, and children had been seen playing with 
them. 

By Mr. Joel: Complaints had been made from time 
to time. He would like the place removed to a better 
position—that was, one not so near to the dwellings. 

The case had proceeded this far, when Sir Charles 
Hamond suggested the coming to some agreement with the 
Health Authorities. 

There was a lot of suggestions and counter-suggestions 
and at last the case was adjourned for seven weeks, the 
defendants undertaking to put in steam-tight covers, not to 
have more than ten tons of unboiled bones on the premises 
at any one time, to provide tubes, and to cement the 
floor. 

The postponement was in order to see that the proposal 
was carried out. 












‘CAMPHORATED OIL. | 


At North London, on September 15th, Mr. Joseph — 
Emsley, chemist, of High Street, Stoke Newington, was — 
summoned before Mr. d’Eyncourt, for selling camphorated 
oil which was not in accordance with the formula of the © 


“ British Pharmacopeeia.”—Mr. A. L. Bridge, inspector 


The defendant said it was an error of judgment. There was 
only 6d. per gallon difference in the price of the two oils.— 
Mr. Bridge said that his information was that cottonseed 


‘under the Food and Drugs Act to the Middlesex County — 
Council, said that he purchased the oil at the defendant’s — 
shop, and analysis showed that it was composed of cotton- | 
seed oil, not olive oil as set forth in the pharmocopeeia.— — 
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oil was half the price of the other oil—Mr. d’Eyncourt — 


imposed a fine of £5, with 12. 6d. costs. 


KAY’S ESSENCE OF LINSEED. 


At the Oldham County Court, before his Honour ~ 


Judge Jones, a claim for the recovery of a penalty for the 
sale of poison was made by the Pharmaceutical Society 
against Mr. George Crook, grocer, 687, Manchester Road, 
Rhodes. Mr. Grey, barrister, represented the society, and 
Mr. Shewell, solicitor, the defendant. The case was that a 
bottle of Kay’s Compound Essence had been bought by 


tained morphine, which came within the meaning of the - 


Act. The defence was that a bottle of Kay’s Essence had 
not been sold on that day. The defendant stated that he 
had not had a bottle for some six or seven months, owing 


: 
, 
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an agent at the shop of Crook’s, and this compound con- 


to being warned by a Mr. Sharp, chemist, of Ashton-under- — 


Lyne. 
name of Sharp, chemist, on it. 
not take the evidence for the defence. 
it said a penalty of 4s. 


Under the section 


He felt very sorry for the defen-— 


‘ 


dant but he had no alternative but to make a penalty of 


45 and costs. Mr. Shewell appealed for his client, who 
he said was only in poor circumstances. 
after speaking to the Chief Clerk, said he would take off 
the costs. 
to Section 13. 

said that was so. 
to be paid at the rate of 8s. per month. 


ANOTHER DEATH BY CARBOLIC ACID POISONING. 


Mr. SMELT, the Manchester City Coroner, held an 
inquest, on September roth, on the body of Ethel Bacon, 
aged five years. The mother of the girl asked her to 


remove some ginger-beer bottles which had been taken 


from a shelf. One of the bottles contained a little carbolic 


acid, which the child seems to have drunk, thinking it was 
She died at the Royal Infirmary on Friday. 


ginger beer. 
The jury found that death was due to drinking carbolic acid 
poison by mistake, 


ADULTERATED PEPPER. 


Ir will be recollected that some years ago the adultera- 
tion of pepper was rampant. The substance used consisted 
of ground olive stones, and was known as poivrette ; but it 
was so constituted that at the time the analysts had no tests 
which could detect it. The amount of attention directed 
to the subject, however, caused fresh tests to be found, 
and the usual results followed—namely, that a few 
retail grocers were disgraced and punished, while the real 
operators, who profited to an enormous extent, were not 
only unpunished, but have conducted their large business 
ever since. 

During the past twelve months orso, (says Produce Markets 
Review) there has been a great advance in the price of 
Pepper, with the result of fresh temptations being offered’ 
to wholesale adulterators, for these frauds are not such that 
are capable of being performed on a retail scale. We 


His Honour, © 


Mr. Grey said his Honour could not according 
His Honour, after looking up the Section, — 
He would make an order for the money 


Mr. Grey pointed out that the bottle contained the 
His Honour said he could 
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HOOD. AND: 


-Tegret to say that there has been a fresh outbreak of adul- 
_ teration in Pepper, particularly in White Pepper, and that 
up till quite recently the analysts have not had the means 
to detect fraud. We are glad that they are now able to 
_ do so, and that a large crop of prosecutions may shortly be 
expected. We are sorry that these will be directed not 
_ against the real offenders, but against retailers, who mostly 
_ buy in ignorance that any adulteration has been committed. 
As a matter of fact, we have credible information that as 
- much as 15, 20, and even 50 per cent. of foreign matter 
has been found in so-called White Pepper. The trade in 
_ Pepper of any retail grocer in the kingdom, however large 
_ his business may be, is so small that it cannot be worth 
his while to run any risk whatever, even if he were pre- 
' pared knowingly to trade in adulterated goods, which he 
_ would not be. 
The object of these remarks is to caution respectable 
_ grocers from purchasing brilliantly coloured (or, in some 
cases, exceptionally white) ground White Peppers when 
samples are offered at extremely low prices. The test of 
this is the market value shown by the offers of reliable 
houses who may be taken to give standard values for 
_ Pepper. It is, above all things, desirable to avoid the 
disgrace of prosecution, and it is no defence to an honest 
man to buy Pepper with a guarantee of purity at prices 
which are known to be impossible, nor is Pepper any 
___ the better for being very brilliant in colour. The proof of 
the Pepper is in its heating power and aroma, and not in 
___ its possessing a yellow or ginger-like appearance. Retailers 
_ should make a point of buying Pepper, and particularly 
_ White Pepper at the present moment, only of well-known 
houses, and wholesale houses who do not grind their 
own Peppers, but who buy them ready ground, should 
exercise the same precautions, and not be misled by 
fraudulent guarantees. It is true that they might be 
pleaded as a legal defence in a court, but they would not 
bea moral defence, when the goods were bought below a 
_ reasonable price. It is a very great pity that colour should 
ever have been accepted as a test of the quality of Pepper, for 
it is none. Black Pepper contains far more of the essential 
piperine and of the natural aroma of the corns than their 
inner portions, which are ground as White Pepper. It may 
in fact be taken almost as an axiom that the whiter or the 
lighter the colour of Pepper the worse it is for the purposes 
of aspice. Buyers, therefore, would do well to test the 
smell, flavour, and heating power of Pepper samples before 
buying. Much of the Pepper now supplied, for instance, 
in eating-houses, hotels, etc., has practically no taste of the 
spice. 


SWEDISH V. ENGLISH BUTTER FOR CONFECTIONERY 


AT a meeting of the Bolton Grocers’ Association Mr 
Eaton said he had a little matter that he wished to bring 
before the members present, and it was with respect to 
some butter. He had been in the habit of supplying 
a first-class toffee shop with butter, and some weeks ago 
he sent them some fine Swedish butter. When the toffee 
was made there was a white skin upon it, and this led 
the toffee maker to complain that the butter was not 
pure. The speaker immediately wrote to the shipper and 
explained the position. The letter was sent on to the im- 
porter and a reply was eventually received, which stated 
that the butter was of Swedish manufacture and was 
bound to be pure, for it was pointed out that in that country 
they did not inflict fines for adulterations in butter, but 
the offenders were sent to prison. Mr. Eaton said he was 
referred to the Swedish Consul in Manchester for an 
explanation. He had since got half a pound of Mr. 
Carrie’s butter and had that made into toffee, and also 
some of the Swedish import. Mr. Carrie’s butter made 
the toffee all right, but the Swedish butter didn’t. He 
had taken it for granted that the Swedish butter was pure, 
yet he had tried to fathom the case as to why the Swedish 
butter would not make toffee, and yet it was said to 
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be pure. The only conclusion he could come to was 


that his Swedish butter was from cold stores and the 
other was fresh from the counter, and thus he believed 
that butter from cold stores would not boil as well. 





HAMPSTEAD AND THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS. 


THE annual report of the public analyst of Hampstead 
states that during the year there were submitted for analysis 
94 samples of groceries, 67 of butter, 15 cheese, 13 lard, 
drugs 55, milk 50, spirits 12, disinfectants 4. Of this 
number only two were found to have been adulterated. 
These were a sample of coffee and a sample of butter. 
Groceries were exceedingly various in their nature, and of 
great excellence in their quality. In vain was search made 
for exhausted leaves in the teas, for flour in mustard, for 
olive stones in pepper, for oxide of iron in cocoa, for 
marrow pulp or apples in jam—no foreign ingredients could 
be found in the grocery samples except in one sample of 


coffee, which contained 4o per cent. of chicory. But as 


coffee was asked for, and the proper price was paid for it, 
a fine of 1os., with costs, was imposed. Cheese was found 
to be entirely free from the beef fat occasionally used to 
replace the cream natural to cheese, nor could any other 
adulteration be detected. Butter shows great improve- 
ment this year—only one sample was found to be 
adulterated. 


THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE ON TUBER- 
CULOSIS AND MILK SUPPLIES. 
SPEAKING at Sudbury Hall on September r5th, the 


Right Hon. Walter Long, M.P., Minister of Agriculture, 
said that the question was not one affecting agriculture 


alone; it was a question affecting the whole of the com-~ 


munity, involving as it did the destroying of one of the 
most terrible and sorrow-bringing maladies that human 
nature was heir to. The position of the Government was 
this: “The Royal Commission made certain recommenda- 
tions ; they recommended that we should provide tuberculin 
from a central station and pay a fee estimated at 2s. per 
animal for the proper application of the tuberculin test to 
animals by duly qualified veterinary surgeons. 
There is a great deal possibly to be said for these 
two proposals, but what I want to make clear is the 
fact that as Minister of Agriculture I could not possibly 
approach the Treasury and ask for their sanction to the 
expenditure of even £5,000 a year, unless certain conditions 
are obtainable. The first of these conditions is that scientific 
opinion must be in the main agreed upon the question of 
the reliability of the tuberculin test —there must be 
a practical consensus of opinion that this test can be 
relied upon, and that its results will be as desired. 


It must be shown, also, that there is a demand for the , 


supply of this tuberculin, and that the demand cannot be 
satisfactorily met without the assistance of the Government. 
If I am satisfied, after representations have been made to me 
by representative public bodies such as County Councils, 
and great agricultural bodies, that there is a difficulty in the 
way of carrying out this test for the want of pure tuberculin, 
I should certainly be prepared to favourably support any 
such representation, and approach the Treasury with. the 
hope of obtaining their permission to provide that tuber- 
culin. Don’t let me be misunderstood ; the conditions I 
have laid down must be satisfactorily fulfilled, and I venture 
to say that I believe the people have it in their hands to 
mould this question as they will. It rests with them 
whether the progress of this work shall be continued, or 
whether it shall be arrested. I am certain you will not 
find the Government putting any difficulty in the way of the 
British people doing all they can to exterminate a loathsome 
disease, which has brought so much loss on all concerned.” 





i -milk contained only 1 per cent. of fat. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES AND CONDENSED SEPARATED iY 
MILK. 


At the Nantwich Rural Council Dr. Welsh submitted 

a report of a sub-committee appointed to recommend what 
action should be taken with regard to the sale of condensed 
separated milk. Dr. Welsh said that condensed separated 
milk had very small nutritive value, and its use might 


inflict great hardship upon poor people. Good new milk 
contained from 3°5 to 4 per cent. of fat, whereas separated 
Ten $lb. tins of 
separated milk would be required to yield the same amount 


of fat as one pint of new milk. Mr. C. B. Davies (vice- 


chairman) said it was right down fraudulent that this stuff 
should be placed upon the market in competition with new 
milk. It was decided to support a petition asking Parlia- 
ment to introduce a Bill requiring manufacturers to state 
on the tins what quantity of milk was contained in the 
tins. 

The Hereford County Council have also joined in sup- 


porting the petition. 


DISMISSAL OF SANITARY OFFICERS. 


WE have been informed that three Dublin sanitary 
officers have received notice of dismissal. Another com- 
petitive examination for the position of sanitary officer was 
to have been held in November, but owing to the posts now 
rendered vacant, it may be expected to take place much 


sooner. 


BERMUDA ARROWROOT. 


HITHERTO no authentic account has been given of the 
interesting arrowroot industry carried on in Bermuda. One 


reason for the superior character of Bermuda arrowroot is | 


the scrupulous care taken in every stage of the manufacture. 
The mode of culture is very similar to that of the common 
potato. The roots after being collected are washed, and 
their outer cuticle completely removed. This process 
requires care, for the cuticle contains a resinous matter 
which imparts colour and a disagreeable flavour to the 
starch, and cannot be removed by subsequent treatment. 
The pared roots are then well washed, and crushed to a 
pulp between powerful rollers. The pulp is thrown into per- 
forated cylinders, where it is agitated by revolving wooden 
paddles, while a stream of pure water carries off the fecula 
from the coarser fibres of the pulp, and discharges it through 
the perforated bottom ofthe cylinder. Thence it is conveyed 
in pipes, and passed through fine linen strainers into 
reservoirs, in which it is allowed to settle, and the super- 
natant water drawn off. After repeated washings, it is 
again allowed to settle for some time, when the surface is 
skimmed with palette knives of German silver. The rollers 
and cylinders are made of brass and copper. The drying is 
conducted with equal care and cleanliness. The substance, 
spread in flat copper pans placed on rollers, is covered 
with gauze and run under glass-covered sheds when there is 
danger from rain or dew. When dry it is packed with 
German silver shovels in new barrels lined with paper, 
which is stuck in with arrowroot paste. ‘The barrels are 
exported on the deck of vessels under cover, since, 1f placed 
in the hold, the arrowroot might be tainted by the effluvia 
of other freight.— Kew Bulletin, No. 135, pp. 50-51. 


KLONDYKE PRICES. 


AN advertisement in the Klondyke J/orning Times reads 
thus: ‘California ham at Soaphine Sam’s, only rod. per oz. ; 
Cariboo steak with onions at the Greyhound Restaurant, 
12s. ; shave 6s., close shave 7s. 6d., hair cut 13s., hair cut 
London style 16s. ; four men wanted at La-Due saw mills. 
Nothing to do but work. Pay £3 a day and three drinks: 
mule cutlet, 4s. 9d. ; dog, tenderloin, ros. 3d.” 


_ yielded an average of 11°9 bushels to the acre. 








MEDICATED. WINES. 


In a recent number of the British Medical Journal, Dee 
F. Coley, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, writes to protest, as a 
medical man, against the general use of these preparations. 
He points out, in regard to coca wine, for instance, that 
even assuming the presence of cocaine in amount sufficient 
to produce effect, the use of it to relieve nerve fatigue is 
attended with considerable danger and is likely to lead to 
a pernicious abuse of the drug, with disastrous results. _ 


SIR WILLIAM CROOKES ON OUR FOOD SUPPLY. 
(Concluded from p. T7078.) 
NITRATE OF SODA TO INCREASE THE YIELD OF WHEAT. | 


The only available compound containing sufficient fixed 
nitrogen to be used on a world-wide scale as a nitrogenous 
manure is nitrate of soda, or Chili saltpetre. This 
substance occurs native over a narrow band of the plain 
of Tamarugal, in the northern provinces of Chili, between 
the Andes and the coast hills. The present acreage 
devoted to the world’s growth of wheat is about 163,000,000 
acres. At the average of 12°7 bushels per acre this 
gives 2,070,000,000 bushels. 
demand will be 3,260,000,000 bushe!s, and there will 
difficulty in finding the necessary acreage on which 


| to grow the additional amount required. By increasing 


the present yield per acre from 12'7 to 20 bushels we 
should with our present acreage secure a crop of the 
requisite amount. Now from 12°7 to 20 bushels per 
acre is a moderate increase of productiveness, and there 


| is no doubt that a dressing with nitrate of soda will give 


this increase and more. The action of nitrate of soda in 
improving the yield of wheat has been studied practically 
by Sir John Lawes and Sir Henry Gilbert on their experi- 
mental field at Rothampstead. This field was sown with 
wheat for thirteen consecutive years without manure, and 
For the 


next thirteen years it was sown with wheat, and dressed 


with 5 cwt. of nitrate of soda per acre, other mineral con- 
stituents also being present. The average yield for these 
years was 36°4 bushels per acre—an increase of 24'5 
bushels, In other words, 22°86lb. of nitrate of soda pro- 
duce an increase of one bushel of wheat. At this rate, to 
increase the world’s crop of wheat by 7°3 bushels, about 
13;cwt. of nitrate of soda must annually be applied to 
each acre. The amount required to raise the world’s 
crop on 163,000,000 acres from the present supply of 
2,070,000,000 bushels to the required 3,260,000,000 
bushels will be tweive million tons distributed in varying 
amounts over the wheat-growing countries of the world. 
The countries which produce more than the average of 
12°7 bushels will require less, and those below the average 
will require more ; but, broadly speaking, about 12,000,000 
tons annually of nitrate of soda will be required, in addition 
to the 1} million tons already absorbed by the world. It 
is difficult to get trustworthy estimates of the amount of 
nitrate surviving in the nitre beds. Common rumour 
declares the supply to be inexhaustible, but cautious local 
authorities state that at the present rate of export, of over 
one million tons per annum, the raw material “ caliche,” 
containing from 25 to 50 per cent. nitrate, will be ex- 
hausted in from 20 to 30 years. Dr. Newton, who has 
spent years on the nitrate fields, tells me there is a lower 
class material, containing a small proportion of nitrate, which 
cannot at present be used, but which may ultimately be 
manufactured at a profit. ‘Apart from a few of the more 
scientific manufacturers, no one is sanguine enough to 
think this debatable material will ever be worth working. 
If we assume a liberal estimate for nitrate obtained from 
the lower grain deposit, and say that it will equal in 
quantity that from the richer quality, the supply may last, 
possibly, fifty years at the rate of a million tons a year ; 
but at the rate required to augment the world’s supply of 
wheat to the point demanded thirty years hence it will 
not last more than four years. I have passed in review 


wr waste 


But thirty years hence the 
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therefore 14,ooounitsto form one ton. To generateelectricity — 
in the ordinary way with steam engines and dynamos, it is — 
now possible with a steady load night and day, and engines — 
working at maximum efficiency, to produce currents at — 
a cost of one-third of a penny per board of Trade unit. 
At this rate one ton of nitrate of soda would cost 426.9 
But electricity from steam and coal engines is too costly — 
for large industrial purposes; at Niagara, where water 
power is used, electricity can be sold at a profit for — 
one-seventeenth of a penny per Board of Trade unit. Atel 
this rate nitrate of soda would cost not more than AS per & 
ton. But the limit of cost is not yet reached, and it must 
be remembered that the initial data are derived from small | 
scale experiments, in which the object was not economy, — 
but rather to demonstrate the practicability of the com- _ 
bustion method, and to utilise it for isolating argon. Even © 
now electric nitrate at £5 a ton compares favourably with — 
Chili nitrate at £7 ros. a ton; and all experience shows 
that when the road has been pointed out by a small 
laboratory experiment, the industrial operations that may — 
follow are always conducted at a cost considerably lower _ 
than could be anticipated from the laboratory figures. But 
how about electricity? Can we generate enough energy to — 
produce 12,000,000 tons of nitrate of soda annually? <A pre- J 

~ 
, 








all the wheat-growing countries of the world, with 
the exception of those whose united supplies are 
so small as to make little appreciable difference to 

the argument. The situation may be summed up briefly 
_ thus: The world’s demand for wheat—the leading 
id breadstuff—increases in a crescendo ratio year by year. - 
: Gradually all the wheat-bearing land on the globe is appro- 
_-__— priated to wheat-growing, until we are within measurable 
3 distance of using the last available acre. We must then 
rely on nitrogenous manures to increase the fertility of the 
. land under wheat, so as to raise the yield from the world’s 
__ low average—12°7 bushels per acre—to a higher average. 


5 


_____ To do this efficiently and feed the bread-eaters for a few years 


__will exhaust all the available store of nitrate of soda. For 
years past we have been spending fixed nitrogen at a culpably 
extravagant rate, heedless of the fact that it is fixed with 
extreme slowness and difficulty, while its liberation in the 
free state takes place always with rapidity and sometimes 
a with explosive violence. Some years ago Mr. Stanley 
Jevons uttered a note of warning as to the near exhaustion 

- of our British coalfields. But the exhaustion of the world’s 
stock of fixed nitrogen is a matter of far greater importance. 

It means not only a catastrophe little short of starvation for 

the wheat-eaters, but, indirectly, scarcity for those who exist 

} on inferior grains, together with a lower standard of living 
for meat-eaters, scarcity of mutton and beef, and even the 


extinction of gunpowder ! electric energy without much lessening its mighty flow. The 
; A MOMENTOUS PROBLEM. — future can take care of itself. The artificial production of 
mer There is a gleam of light amid this darkness of | nitrate is clearly within view, and by its aid the land devoted 
F despondency. In its free state nitrogen is one of the | to wheat can be brought up to the 30 bushels per acre 
most abundant and pervading bodies on the face of the | standard. In days to come, when the demand may again 
earth. Every square yard of the earth’s surface has | overtake supply, we may safely leave our successors to: 
; nitrogen gas pressing down on it to the extent of about | grapple with the stupendous food problem. And, in the 
seven tons ; but this is in the free state, and wheat demands | next generation, instead of trusting mainly to foodstuffs 
| it fixed. ‘To convey this idea in an object-lesson, I may | which flourish in temperate climates, we probably shall 
| tell you that, previous to its destruction by fire, Colston | trust more and more to the exuberant foodstuffs of the 
3 Hall, measuring 146ft. by 8oft. by 7oft., contained 27 tons tropics, where, instead of one yearly sober harvest, 
| 
. 


om 


liminary calculation shows that there need be no fearon that _ 
score ; Niagara alone is capable of supplying the required 





weight of nitrogen in its atmosphere ; it also contained one- jeopardised by any shrinkage of the scanty days of summer 
third of a ton of argon. In the free gaseous state this nitrogen weather, or of the few steady inches of rainfall, Nature 
is worthless ; combined in the form of nitrate of soda it annually supplies heat and water enough to ripen two or 
would be worth about £2,000. For years past attempts have | three successive crops of foodstuffs in extraordinary abund- 
been made to effect the fixation of atmospheric nitrogen, | ance. To mention one plant alone, Humboldt—from what 
and some of the processes have met with sufficient partial precise statistics I know not—computed that, acre for acre, 
success to warrant experimentalists in pushing their trials still | the food productiveness of the banana is 133 times that of — 


further; but I think I am right in saying that no process | wheat ; the unripe banana, before its starch is converted 
has yet been brought to the notice of scientific or commer- | jnto sugar, is said to make excellent bread. 
‘ 


ve 


cial men which can be considered successful either as 
regards cost or yield of product. It is possible, by several 
methods, to fix a certain amount of atmospheric nitrogen ; 


; but to the best of my knowledge no process has hitherto | LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE AMENDMENT OF THE FOOD 





converted more than a small amount, and this at a cost AND DRUGS ACTS. 
| largely in excess of the present market value of fixed By Joun Lrnpsay, 
_ nitrogen. The fixation of atmospheric nitrogen, therefore, , oA 
| is one of the great discoveries awaiting the ingenuity of | Interim Clerk and Solicitor to the Corporation of Glasgow _ 
chemists. It is certainly deeply important in its practical (Police Department). . 
: bearings on the future welfare and happiness ot the civilised In the year 1894 a Select Committee was appointed by 
§ races of mankind. Let me see if it is not possible even | the House of Commons to inquire into the working of the © 


now to solve the momentous problem. As far back as 1892 | Margarine Act, 1887, and the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
be I exhibited, at one of the soirees of the Royal Society, | 1875, and any Acts amending the same, and report whether 
an experiment on “The Flame of Burning Nitrogen.” | any and, if so, what amendments of the law relating to 
I showed that nitrogen is a combustible gas, and the | adulteration were, in their opinion, desirable. That Com- 
reason why, when once ignited, the flame does not spread | mittee was reappointed in the Session of 1895, and again 
through the atmosphere and deluge the world in a sea of | during the Session of 1896. In July, 1896, the Committee 
nitric acid is that its igniting point is higher than the tem- | reported in favour of the amendment of the law in many 
perature of its flame—not, therefore, hot enough to set fire | important points, the chief of which are summarised in 
to the adjacent mixture. But by passing a strong induction | twenty-three specific recommendations contained in their 
current between terminals, the air takes fire and continues | Report. Many of these recommended amendments were 
to burn with a powerful flame, producing nitrous and nitric | on the lines long advanced by Sanitary Authorities ; others 
acids. This inconsiderable experiment may not unlikely | did not go as far as the Sanitary Authorities wished ; whilst, 
lead to the development of a mighty industry, destined to | as regards others, the Committee were apparently under the 
solve the great food problem. With the object of burning | belief that they formed a safeguard to honest trading in 
out nitrogen from air so as to leave argon behind, Lord | the country; but these were not regarded by Sanitary 
Rayleigh fitted up apparatus for performing the operation on Authorities as in the interests of the health of the com- 
a larger scale, and succeeded in effecting the union of 29°4 | munity. _ 
grammes of mixed nitrogen and oxygen, at an expenditure of Following on the Report of the Committee, a Bill was 
one horse-power. Following these figures it would requireone | introduced on behalf of the Government, for which Mr. 
Board of Trade unit to form 74grammes of nitrate of soda,and | Chaplin and Mr. T. W. Russell {were to a great extent 





responsible. 
close of the Session to enable it to be considered during 


_ the recess by those interested. The result of that con- 


sideration was the universal condemnation of the Govern- 
ment Bill as an utterly inadequate measure, and it is no 


_ doubt due to that condemnation that a private Bill was 


introduced into Parliament last Session by Mr. Kearley and 
others. 

The Lancet, which originated legislation regarding adul- 
teration, and has continued to be a leading authority on the 
subject, described the Government Bill as a_ useless 
measure, and from a statement made in Parliament by Mr. 


Chaplin he confessed that he had been busily engaged in 


framing a satisfactory measure. That satisfactory measure 
has, unfortunately, not yet been introduced on behalf of the 
Government. 

The Bill of Mr. Kearley was, of course, a private Bill. 
It was backed by ten Members, of whom five were 
Members of the Select Committee above referred to. That 
Bill proposed to give effect to nearly all the recommenda- 
tions of the Select Committee, whereas the Government 
Bill ignored the most important of them. ‘The private Bill 
was afterwards dropped, consequent on the exigencies of 
Parliament. Thus we still stand precisely where we stood 
—on the existing statutes. 

I would desire to direct your attention to these Acts, 
and to put before you several suggested amendments 
thereon which have commended themselves to the Local 
Authority of Glasgow, and to their officials, as tending 
towards the public good. I ask your special attention to 
those suggestions, because of this, that we may expect, or 
at least we hope, that on a very early date—if not, indeed, 
in the next Session of Parliament—a new Bill, dealing with 
those subjects, will be introduced into Parliament ; and, if 
the suggestions now made commend themselves to you, it 
is very desirable that you should put them before your 
respective authorities, with the view of getting your autho- 
rities to submit them to, and earnestly press them on, 
Parliament through their representatives there. 

Section 2 of the Food and Drugs Act of 1875 deals 
with interpretation, and the suggestion made to you is that 
the word “food” should be broadened in its definition, 
with the view of including all condiments, flavourings, 
colourings, preservatives, or other substances introduced to 
or used along with human food—that is to say, to every 
article used for admixture with food or drink of man. 

Section 3 deals with the ‘‘ Prohibition of the mixing of 
injurious ingredients, and of selling the same.” What is 
submitted for your consideration as regards this section is 


this, that it should be amended by deleting the words 


therein, ‘‘so as to render the article injurious to health,” 
and substituting, in lieu thereof, the following or similar 
words, namely, “which is of a poisonous nature, or which 
may render the article dangerous or injurious to the health 
of any person using the same, or which is known to be 
dangerous or injurious to health.” It is also suggested that 
the onus of proving that the added substance is not 
dangerous or injurious to health should rest upon the 
defendant—that is to say, on the person who is proved 
to have introduced it to the article of food or drug, or to 
have sold it so introduced. 

It is further suggested for your consideration the ad- 
visability of distinctly specifying certain ingredients which 
are of an admittedly poisonous or dangerous or injurious 
nature, as absolutely forbidden, and, in that case, the 
analyst’s certificate of the presence of such ingredients, or 
any of them, would be sufficient to establish the charge of 
adulteration. As an example of this, reference may 
be made to alaw of the German Empire, passed 5th July, 
1887, to this effect :—‘‘ Colours detrimental to health are 
not allowed to be used in the preparing of food, and of 
other articles for domestic use intended for sale. Colours 
injurious to health, within the meaning of this section, are 
those coloured substances and coloured preparations which 
contain antimony, arsenic, . barytes, lead, cadmium, 
chromium, copper, mercury, uranium, zinc, tin, gamboge, 
coraline, picric acid.” 


It was said to have been introduced at the 














It is suggested, too, that the best way to determine ~ 
what ingredients should be included in such a specific 
enactment would be by the French method of nominating a 
commission of acknowledged experts to report upon the 
same. This could be done, as in France, from time to | 
time—-the Food and Drugs Act providing for the addition 
to the prescribed ingredients of those new chemicals which 
might be found present in human food without warning. 

At present such questions are in this country fought at 
enormous expense, and, as regards the interests of the con- 
sumer, with great disadvantage. Whatever the. result, it 
settles nothing, excepting possibly in the particular locality 
and before the same magistrate. In other parts of the 
country exactly the same question may be raised with an 
entirely different result, whereas, by the method of com- 
mission now suggested, a purely scientific enquiry would 
be held, at which the interests of the consumer would 
receive fair consideration, and there would be no possibility 
of injustice to any individual shopkeeper or manufacturer, 


_ because the result would apply equally over the whole country. 


Section 4 of the above Act relates to the “ Prohibition 
of the mixing of drugs with injurious ingredients, and of 
selling the same.” As regards that section, it is submitted 
that an addition should be made thereto, forbidding the 
sale of drugs which, not being made from the natural 
source, contain ingredients which are injurious or preju- 
dicial to patients to whom the drugs might be administered, 
and it is further urged that the British Pharmacopceia 
should be legalised as the standard for all drugs. At 
present there is no standard for drugs, and, therefore, it is - 
well-nigh impossible to say, far less prove, that drugs 
supplied are not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded, as few, if any, know what they are legally 
entitled to get. ee 

In the corresponding section of the proposed Bill of 
Mr. Kearley practically no change on the inadequate 
provision of the existing Act on this subject was proposed, 
except to this important extent, that in its proposed con- 
stitution of a Board of Reference power was recommended 
to that Board to settle and appuint standards for the com- 
position of drugs, and the amount of dilution, if any, to be 
permitted in the sale by retail of drugs. 

Section 6, which, as you know, is the principal section 
of the Act, relates to the “‘ Prohibition of the sale of articles 
of food and of drugs not of the proper nature, substance, 
and quality.” On this important point it is suggested that 
Sub-section 1 of this Section should be amended on the 
lines suggested in the amendment submitted as regards 
Section 3, and be made to read somewhat as follows— 
“‘where any matter or ingredient, which is not of a poisonous 
nature, and not known, or not likely to be dangerous 
or injurious to health, has been added to the food or drug,” 
etc. Sub-section 2 should be deleted, because it seems 
surely to be wrong to provide, as at present, that, while 
licensed and qualified dispensers of medicines are subject 
to the provisions of the Act, unqualified and irresponsible 
compounders are excepted. In my view, it would be 
only right that proprietary medicines should have a 
label on each packet clearly and distinctly stating their com- 
position. A provision should further be made prohibiting 
the addition of any inert, insoluble, or indigestible sub- 
stance, or ingredient, to any articles of food, unless the 
vendor in these cases also labels the article in such a 
manner as to clearly reveal to the purchaser the preparation 
and character of the inert, insoluble, or indigestible in- 
gredient ; and where the adulterant exceeds 50 per cent. 
of the total quantity of the article, such as it often does in 
coffee mixed with chicory, it should be made illegal to sell 
the compound by the name of the article adulterated. 
This is provided for in America in the case of cheese 
adulterated with oleo-margarine, put in to take the place 
of the natural fat. The sale of such cheese is prohibited 
except under the name of ‘‘Imitation Cheese.” Under 
this section very many prosecutions take place regarding 
the sale of milk, which, so far as the supply of a city is con- 
cerned, is most probably and generally mixed or average milk. 

(Zo be continued.) 
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As samples are paid for out of public money, and 
analysed at the public expense, we fail to see why testi- 
monials should be given to dealers who have been visited 
in the ordinary course of the inspector’s duty. Pushful 
traders obtaining such gratis testimonials are almost certain 
to placard their windows and the walls of the town and 
district with the reports. Should they happen to have 
been convicted for adulteration of other articles of food, 
they conceal the fact. Apart altogether from what other 
dealers in food stuffs may have to say of this “new 
departure,” we think, from the public analyst’s point of 
view, it 1s one which should be discountenanced. It is 
not intended that public money should be spent to publish 
the fact that any trader sells three or four honest articles. 
It may happen that other articles not taken for analysis 
would give very different results. 





HORNSEY AND ADULTERATION. 
AN EXPLANATION TO THE PusLic ANALYST. 


IN our issue of August 13th, we referred to the remarks 
about analyses made by Dr. Fleming at a meeting of the 
Hornsey District Council, and to the very emphatic 
declaration of the members of the Middlesex County 
Council that Dr. Fleming’s innuendoes were absolutely 
without justification. Since then the following corre- 
spondence has passed between Mr. A. J. Bevan, the county 
analyst, and Dr. Fleming : 


[copy. ] 
Laboratory, 4, New Court, 
Lincoln’s Inn, London, W.C. 
August 17th, 1898. 
Dr. FLEMING, 

Dear Sir,—Your letter and telegram of yesterday to 
hand, for which I am much obliged. 

My object in seeing you was, if possible, to clear away 
the misunderstanding which you have evidently been under 
with regard to the conduct of my duties as public analyst 
for the county of Middlesex, and to induce you to with- 
draw the statements you made at the meeting of the 
Hornsey Urban District Council on the 18th of July last. 

I know that if I had seen you I could have convinced 
you that these statements, which I, together with others, 
regard as a serious reflection on my professional honour, 
were unfounded. 

The following are the statements to which I refer, taken 
from the Hornsey and Finsbury Park Journal and North 
Islington Standard of July 23rd:—Dr. Fleming: ‘‘ They 
were driven to the conclusion that very many of the 
samples taken were never analysed, and more and more so 
every year. In the year ending March, 1898, 1,844 samples 
were taken. Now if the analyst had devoted the whole of 
his time to them he would not have analysed half of them.” 

“ Dr. Fleming, referring to a statement that Mr. 
Bridge could, if necessary, take an extra 1,000 samples per 
annum in Hornsey, said there was nothing to show that if 
taken they would be analysed.” 

These statements undoubtedly convey the impression 
that samples brought to me are not analysed. Such an 
allegation I emphatically deny, and I may ask you to be 
good enough to withdraw your remarks. From my point 
of view the matter is too urgent to wait till your return in 
October, and I shall therefore be glad if you will give it 
your early attention. 

I am, yours faithfully, 
(Signed) EpwarpD BEvAN. 





[copy. | 
Franklands, Ferring, near Worthing. 
August 18th, 1898. 
Dear Sir,—I have received your letter of the 17th inst. 


| and its enclosure, a cutting from a newspaper. 


With regard to the subject matter of your letter I have 
never alleged or implied “that samples are submitted to 
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you and are never analysed,” nor do I admit that any state- 
ments I may have made bear that construction. 

If, however, you believe that any of my remarks 
“seriously reflect on your professional honour,” I am will- 
ing to make a statement on the subject at the next meeting 
of the Hornsey Urban District Council. 

If, as you say, the matter is too urgent to wait, it may 
be that you would prefer to send the correspondence to the 

various newspapers which publish accounts of the proceed- 
ings of the Hornsey Urban District Council. If this is so, 
I agree. 
Yours truly, 
(Signed) SAMUEL FLEMING. 
Edward Bevan, Esq., 
4, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn. 


It is regrettable that Dr. Fleming should have put his 
grievances against the Middlesex County Council into 
language capable of such misinterpretation, as the County 
Council analyst has no voice in the taking of samples, his 
only powers being those of analysing samples submitted to 
him, and reporting if they be adulterated or pure. Under 
the circumstances, as Dr. Fleming’s observations were so 
carelessly put together, a less curt apology or explanation 
would have been more like what is expected from one 
professional man to another. We thoroughly support the 
demandof the Hornsey District Council to have more samples 
taken of food and drugs, but that more are not taken is not 
the fault of either Mr. Brown, the public analyst, or Mr. 
Bridge, the inspector. Mr. Bridge does an enormous amount 
of work, and does it skilfully and with judgment born of ripe 
experience. For years our columns have borne testimony to 
his zeal since, inthe West Riding of Yorkshire, he discovered 
and rooted out the stearine in lard trauds. Those who have 
exposed adulteration and striven for its suppression 
recognise that the analyst and inspectors for Middlesex 
have done all they could to suppress fraud in food stuffs. 
In the skimmed condensed milk and starched cocoa de- 
ceptions the High Courts thwarted their efforts, and if 
Dr. Fleming knew as much of their work as we do we feel 
sure he would be the first to express regret that any remarks 
of his should appear to be a reflection upon zealous and 
capable officials. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


At Howth Petty Sessions, Constable John Morgan, 
R.I.C., food inspector, prosecuted Mr. John M‘Kenna, of 
the “Abbey” tavern, for retailing rum under the strength 
prescribed by the Excise authorities. The constable de- 
posed that on the 6th inst. he purchased three glasses of 
rum and half a pint of whisky in the “Abbey” tavern, 
After the purchase witness informed the girl attendant that 
he required them for analysis. He (Constable Morgan) 
sent the samples to Sir Charles Cameron, whose certificate 
was produced, showing that the rum was 33 per cent, 


, F 
under proof, and the lowest howd by the Revenue was if 


25 per cent.—Mr. M‘Kenna, in defence, stated that he got 


the rum from one of the best houses in Dublin. He only 
sold about five gallons in the year, and this spirit, remaining 
for several months, had reduced in strength, although of 
the best.—It appeared that the other drinks and spirits 
retailed from the “Abbey ” tavern were of premier quality. 
—The Court decided to impose 2os. fine and ros. 6d. 
costs. 

Joun M’KeEwnna, of the Cock ahaa was also srasetee 
by Food Inspector Morgan for retailing whisky 31°5 under 
proof. The certificate of Sir Charles Cameron showed 
that the spirit was six anda half under proof. Mr. M’Kenna 
said he had nothing to say in extenuation, as the young 
women attendants in his place may have reduced the spirits 
too much. He did not know anything about it as he | 


(witness) was away. The magistrate imposed a fine of 20s. 
and ros. 6d. costs. 


BEER. 


GEORGE PacE, landlord of the General Jackson public- 
house, Oakfield-road, Penge, appeared before the local 
bench on September 27th, charged with diluting beer. 

He pleaded guilty, adding that many of his customers | 
had been on trust and never paid, and that these were 
given the mixture. For his good customers he made up 
the quality of the beer by adding bitter or Burton, 

The Chairman: There are a good many poor people 
resort to this house, and I suppose they all have this special 
beer. 

The defendant was fined £27 14s. 
costs. 

DaNIEL DELIEv, of the Railway Hotel, Station-road, 
Anerley, was fined £24 os. 6d. for a similar offence. 


6d., including 


SARSON’S VINEGAR. 


At the Brentford Petty Sessions on September 22nd, 
before Mr. Montagu Sharpe and a full bench of Justices, 
Vincent Bell, grocer, of Twickenham, was summoned by 
Mr. Taylor, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for 
the Middlesex County Council, for selling as pure malt 
vinegar, vinegar containing 70 per cent. of acetic acid.— 
Mr. Lay appeared on behalf of the defendant, and said he 
only disputed the fact that the vinegar was sold to the 
inspector as pure malt vinegar.—Inspector Taylor stated 
that on July 16th he visited defendant’s shop at Twicken- 
ham, and asked the manager, Mr. Kendall, who was in 
charge, for a bottle of malt vinegar. The manager said 
*‘T have no malt vinegar in bottles, I have some on draught.’ 
Witness then asked to be served with a pint af malt vinegar. 
He was served, and paid 2d. for what hereceived. Witness 
told the manager that the vinegar was purchased as malt 
vinegar for analysis. When he was in the middle of making 
this announcement the manager remarked that he did not 
know if it was malt vinegar.— Cross-examined: Witness 
had been to defendant’s shops before several times, but 
had never found anything wrong. Witness went on this 
occasion for malt vinegar. It was true that malt vinegar 
was generally sold in bottles. ‘Twopence was quite enough 
to pay for a pint of malt vinegar. The manager did not 
say when witness said when he had the vinegar sold to him 
“Now, you're selling me this as malt vinegar,” that he was 
not certain that it was pure malt. It was not until the 
official notice was given to the manager that anything was, 
said about its not being malt vinegar.—Thornton Grierson, 
assistant to Inspector Tyler, gave corroborative evidence.— 
Cross-examined: The manager said they did not keep malt 
vinegar in bottle-—Mr. Lay, in defence contended that at the 
time there was a misunderstanding between the parties. 
He did not wish to test the quality of the vinegar sold. 
It was not sold as malt vinegar.— Defendant, on being put 
into the box, said he did not sell pure malt vinegar other- 
wise than in bottles, The vinegar sold was not supposed 
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to be pure malt vinegar.—Cross-examined by Mr. Tyler: 
It was bought in the cask from Messrs. Sarson.—George 
William Kendall, defendant’s manager, said Mr. Tyler 
asked for two bottles of malt vinegar. Witness told him 


_ hehad not got any. The inspector then asked for a pint 


* 
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ask for malt vinegar. 


of vinegar, and a pint was sold him for twopence. Pure 
malt vinegar was fourpence a pint. When the inspector 
said he bought the vinegar for analysis as malt vinegar 
witness at once denied that he sold it as pure malt 
vinegar.—Cross-examined : He denied that he said they 
kept malt vinegar on draught, and swore that he called 
the inspector’s attention to the fact that what he was 
buying was not pure malt vinegar before the money 
was paid and before the notice was given. The vinegar 
was invoiced as “ wood vinegar.”—Charles Dooly said he 
heard Mr. Kendall distinctly say to the inspector before he 
handed the vinegar to him that it was vinegar, but he could 
not say whether it was malt vinegar or not. Kendall 
referred to witness as one who would bear out his state- 
‘ment. The inspector turned round and said he was no 
use as a witness because he did not see the sale take place. 
Some words were passed between them, and witness left 
the shop.—By the Bench: Witness did not see the money 
handed to Kendall; he only heard what he said.—The 
Chairman said the Bench were of opinion that there had 
been a mistake on each side. It was hardly likely that the 
inspector, having had so many years’ experience, would not 
The case would be dismissed. . 


MARGARINE. 


AT Romford, Walter Belcher, grocer, Brentwood Road 
Romford, was summoned for selling margarine as butter.— 
Mrs. Belcher, who appeared for her husband, said she was 
not prepared to plead guilty, and her husband knew nothing 
about the matter.—Superintendent Allen said he visited 
defendant’s shop, and, noticing a tub containing what was 
supposed to be butter, he asked for half a pound of it. 
Mrs. Belcher said it was not pure butter, but a mixture. 
The tub was not labelled, and witness was supplied from it. 


' —Mrs. Belcher: I did not sell that as butter.—Witness : 


~ 


No; but the tub was not labelled.—Mrs. Belcher said the 
label had fallen behind the tub, and she could not get it up 
until her husband came home.—The Bench thought it was 


not done wilfully, and imposed a fine of 2s. 6d., and 


costs gs. 

At Wigan, on September 23rd, Isabella Hazelton, pro- 
vision dealer, of Ashton, near Wigan, was charged with a 
breach of the Margarine Act. Inspector Parkinson stated 
that when he visited defendant’s premises he found a quan- 
tity of margarine exposed for sale and not properly labelled. 


_ Mr. Longton, solicitor, who represented defendant, con- 


tended that a label was attached to the margarine. The 
magistrates considered the label was placed in a very 
suspicious manner, and imposed a fine of 45 and costs. 


MILK AND WATER. 


Four cases of having sold adulterated milk were 
brought before the Stipendiary Magistrate (Mr. C. M. 
Atkinson) at Leeds, on September 22nd, by Mr. W. B. 
Walker, the local inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act. 

' Edward Danby, wholesale milk dealer, 29, Moor 
Crescent Road, Dewsbury Road, for having sold a gil! of 
new milk, which contained 20 per cent. of added water, on 
August 26th, was fined 4os. and costs.—Mr. Willey de- 
fended in this case. Alexander Senior, 25, Church Street, 
Hunslet, for having sold new milk which contained 23 per 
cent. of added water, on August 23rd, was fined 5s._ It 
was stated that defendant Senior had purchased the milk 
from Danby. 

A more serious case was that of George Whitaker, 
farmer, of Knostrop, who was summoned on a charge of 
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having sold new milk to a consumer in Hunslet, which was 
certified to contain 26 per cent. of added water.— 
Defendant, who pleaded guilty, admitted that he had put 
| 1% gallons of water into 23 gallons of milk on the day on 
which the sample was taken by Inspector Walker. 

The Stipendiary Magistrate pointed out that, according 
to the analyst’s certificate, about six gallons of water must 


have been put into the milk. ‘Are you the only person 
he adds the water?” asked Mr. Atkinson.—Defendant : 
es. 

The Stipendiary Magistrate: Don’t you see for your- 
self what a dishonest and fraudulent act it is to add water 
to milk? 

Defendant replied that he would never put any more 
water in so long as he kept cows. 

The Stipendiary Magistrate said that these cases 
appeared to be tantamount to either larceny by trick or 
obtaining money by false pretences. He thought the 
defendant could certainly have been indicted for obtaining 
money by false pretences, in which case he would have 
been liable to penal servitude. Fortunately the Legislature 
took an indulgent view of these cases, and considered they 
could be met by monetary penalty. The fact that 
defendant had been previously fined—he had been ordered 
to pay #5 in 1893 for a similar offence—had apparently 
not had the desired effect, but had evidently incited him to 
a further offence. He (Mr. Atkinson) therefore imposed 
the full penalty of £20, or one month’s imprisonment. 

A summons against Christiana Jaques, of 12, Parker’s 
Yard, Church Street, Hunslet, who was charged with 
having sold new milk which contained 18 per cent. of 
added water, was dismissed, it being stated that defendant 
obtained her milk from Whitaker and another dealer. 

The Town Clerk prosecuted. 


AT the Northwich Petty Sessions, George Carter, a 
Rudheath farmer, was summoned for selling milk adul- 
terated with ro per cent. of added water.—Inspector Hind, 
in reply to a question, said that, unlike the case of spirits, 
there was no standard given by Government. He be- 
lieved the county analyst took the poorest quality as the 
basis. —The defendant pleaded that he purchased the milk, 
and had not added any water. A fine of 2s. 6d. and costs 
(17s.) was imposed. 

At Wolverhampton Police Court on September 2rst, 
George Holding, a milk-seller, of Charles Street, Wolver- 
hampton, was summoned for selling milk in an altered 
state, without giving notice.—Mr. Allwood, the inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Acts, prosecuted.—It was 
shown that the defendant was crying, “New milk ; a penny 
a pint,” and on a sample being analysed it was discovered 
that 22 per cent. of the cream had been removed.—-A fine 
of £43 and the costs was imposed.—The mother of the 
defendant appeared, and said that he had enlisted. 


SODA WATER MINUS THE SODA, 

At Rochdale last week, John Butterworth, 26, Milnrow 
Road, was summoned at the instance of Mr. T. Whiteley, the 
Inspector of Nuisances, for selling soda water which was 
not of the nature, quality, and substance demanded by the 
purchaser. 

Mr. Hudson stated that the samples taken by Mr. 
Whiteley contained no soda at all. It was an offence under 
Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act, and if proved, 
rendered the defendant liable to a penalty not exceeding 
420. He did not say this particular case was serious, but 
the committal of such an offence might be a serious thing, 
because soda was often used for medical purposes. Milk 
was often mixed with soda water for persons who were ill 
Other samples taken at the time of the one which formed 
the basis for these proceedings, contained almost the 
required quantity of soda. 

Mr. Whiteley, James Field (his assistant), and Mr 
Stenhouse, the analyst, gave evidence to the effect ‘that 
there was not a single grain of soda in the sample analysed. 
Mr. Stenhouse said there should be at least 15 grains. 
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~ Mr. Maddock said the defendant bought his soda water 
from Messrs. Samuel Tonge and Co., Limited, Heywood. 
It was supplied to the bottles from two taps. The solution 
of soda came down one of these taps from a vessel above, 
and unfortunately the person who was filling the bottles 
did not notice that the vessel was empty. As soon as it 
was found out a number of bottles which were known to 
have been filled without the proper quantity of soda were 
emptied, but apparently a few which did not contain soda 
went out, and defendant must have had some of them 
supplied to him. It wasa pure misadventure. The fact 
that the sample contained no soda at all went, he thought, 
to prove that. 

Defendant and Mr. Whitaker (the director and secretary 
of Messrs. Tonge and Co.) gave evidence bearing out this 
defence. 

The Bench expressed the hope that the company would 
be more careful in future. A fine of ros. 6d. and costs 
was imposed. 


PUTRID RABBITS. 


At Chesterfield, Arthur Brown, a Nottingham hawker, 
was charged for exposing unwholesome rabbits for sale at 
Alfreton on August 27th.—Job Spencer, the sanitary in- 
spector of the Alfreton Urban Council, stated that he was 
in Derby Road, Alfreton, on the day named, about 
11.45 a.m., when he saw a youth selling rabbits at 1s. 4d. 
per couple. He examined them, and found that the 
internal organs were putrid, and the flesh was in an 
advanced stage of decomposition. The youth said he was 
selling the rabbits for Brown. He went into Park Street, 
where he saw another assistant named Harrison selling 
rabbits for Brown. He examined the rabbits, and found 
seven couples of rabbits unwholesome. He received the 
usual order from Mr. Roberts, a magistrate, to destroy the 
rabbits.—Dr. Gaylor, the medical officer of the Alfreton 
Council, said he examined the rabbits. He had no diffi 
culty in condemning the rabbits as totally unfit for food. 
They would have dropped to pieces almost in his hands.— 
For the defence, Brown contended that they were good. 
He had bought a number of rabbits which were certified as 
good by the fish inspector at Nottingham Market and the 
vendor. He asked for the case to be adjourned, so as to 
enable those persons to testify to the state of the rabbits.— 
A penalty of £2 13s. 6d., including costs was inflicted. 


OLIVE OIL. 

AT Steyning Petty Sessions James Pollard, grocer, of 
Albion Street, Southwick, was summoned for selling at 
Southwick, on August roth, a certain article of food, 
to wit, olive oil, to the prejudice of the purchaser.—Albert 
Shoulders, of Shoreham, said that on August toth 
he went into the defendant’s premises by the instructions of 
Sergeant Goldring and asked defendant for a bottle of olive 
oil. He served witness with a bottle, and witness paid 
sixpence for it. Witness told defendant it was for Sergeant 
Goldring, whereupon he changed the bottle, and this witness 
handed to the sergeant.—Sergeant Goldring deposed to 
receiving a bottle or oil from the last witness. Witness in- 
formed defendant for what purpose it had been obtained.— 
Superintendent Hooker handed to the Bench the certificate 
of the public analyst with regard to a portion of the olive 
oil obtained from the defendant. It stated that the sample 
contained 80 parts olive oil and 20 parts cotton seed oil.— 
Defendant stated that he sold oil in good faith.— Fined ros. 
and 16s. 6d. costs. 


AN OIL DISTILLERY NUISANCE. 


At the Leeds West Riding Police Court, on September 
2oth, Messrs. Adolph Hess and Brother, oil distillers and 
stearine manufacturers, of Newlay, were summoned for an 
alleged nuisance, the proceedings being taken by the Hors- 
forth District Council, on the certificate of ten inhabitants 
of the locality. Mr. H. A. Child represented the Council, 
and Mr. S. Peckover the defendants. The court was 








crowded.—Mr. John Thompson, of, Newlay Villa, Hors- 
forth, said that the nuisance consisted of a foul effluvium 
which came from the defendants’ works, the stench > 
being such as would be caused if rancid matter was 
placed on hot plates. It turned metal work black, and 
made it feel slimy to the touch. In answer to Mr. Peck- 
over, witness said that he did not know that Dr. Cameron, 
the Leeds Medical Officer of Health, had visited the 
works and come to the concluson that there was no 
ground for complaint.— Evidence as to the annoyance 
created by the smell was given by Mr. Coglan, solicitor, 
Mr. William Daniel, engineer, and other witnesses, 
Mr. Daniel likening the stench to that caused by “ putrid 
fat steamed in dirty blankets.”—Mr. Adolph Hess said that 
the plant in the works was quite up to date, and he denied 
that any stench was caused by any processes carried on 
there. The only smell that existed was caused by the use 
of river-water in the works, and all means known to science 
had been used in the endeavour to prevent it—The magis- 
trates inflicted a fine of 4os. and costs.—Mr. Peckover 
asked that judgment be suspended to allow of the defen- 
dants making further efforts to discover means of stopping 
the stench, but the application was declined.—Mr. Peckover 
gave notice of appeal. 


MUNYON’S ‘ DOCTORS.” 

At Clerkenwell Sessions, James Edward Deane, 44, 
described as a medical practitioner, surrendered to his bail 
on an indictment charging him with stealing three small 
sums of money—3S., 3s., and 4s.—belonging to his master, 
James Monroe Munyon, of “ Munyon’s Homceopathic 
Remedies,” 121 and 123, Shaftesbury Avenue. 

Mr. J. P. Grain and Mr. Peter Grain prosecuted, and 
Mr. Randolph detended. 

The allegation against the accused was that, whilst em- 
ployed as a “consulting physician” at the establishment 
named, he sold “cures” taken from the stock before they 
were stamped, and failed to account for the money in some 
cases. This, the prosecution said,*he had no authority to 
do; and he knew full well it was an illegal act to sell a 
patent medicine without the Government stamp. There 
were properly-stamped “cures” for him to dispose of. 
Three witnesses proved going to the premises and repre- 
senting that they suffered from fictitious ailments, for which 
they purchased remedies. Deane was supposed to have 
pocketed the money. 

Hawley Harvey Crippen, London manager for Professor 
Munyon, in whose absence he had full control, said Mr. 
Munyon engaged “ Dr.” Deane. 

The Judge: You call him “ doctor.” 
qualifications >—I don’t know. (Laughter.) 

Witness added that the accused was under him, and 
commenced with a weekly wage of £4, increased subse- 
quently firstto £5 and then to £6. What instructions 
Mr. Munyon gave prisoner he did not know. 

When did the professor last leave for America ?—In 
May. 

At that time did you know that the Medical Council 
were taking a special interest in Munyon ?—They were tak- 
ing a special interest in Dr. H-—. 

What university has the honour of Professor Munyon ? 
He has an honorary degree from the University of 
Tennessee. 

You are called “doctor.” 
don’t pretend to be. 

You can’t get a qualified man to take on the position 
in London?—I beg your pardon; I can get half-a-dozen 
reputable doctors. 

One has been struck off for occupying that position p— 
He has, sir. 

Have you said, “I have heard customers coming and 
complaining that the medicines were swindles ” ?—I don’t 
think I said swindles. (Laughter.) I might have. 

Did you say also, ‘I have given instructions to fill the 
4s. bottles with the 1s. pilules and sell them to the public 
at the 4s. price, representing them to be the stronger 


What are his 


You are not qualified?—I 





medicine ” P—I did, sir. 








- The 4s. and the 1s. “cures” are identical, aren’t they ? 


_ —No. 


You advertise twenty-four remedies. Aren’t they all the 


; same ?—No. 


Can you tell me any other ingredient than sugar and 


water in these “ cures” ?—I don’t think I need answer 


_ that question. 


Doctors are always jealous of one another. 


X Mr. McConnell: We need not inquire too deeply into 
this. 

Do you know Dr. Dixon, of Toronto ?>—Yes. 

And that he swallowed two dozen of Munyon’s stuff to 
show what he thought of it ? (Laughter. ) Was there a 
strong article about Munyon in a certain medical paper ?>— 
(Laughter.) 

But Munyon is not a doctor ?>—True ; but his medicines 
are such a success that they don’t like their patients being 
taken away. (Laughter.) 

The Judge: You advertised to give away 10,000 
Rates: Did the public rush for those ?—Rather ; we 
distributed 20,000. 

The defence was that Munyon instructed Deane to act 
as he thought best, and to recoup himself out of the sales 
for any expense he was put to in his position. 

The jury returned a verdict of not guilty. 


PUSHING IRISH BUTTER. 


In connection with the dairy show to be held at the 
Royal Agricultural Hall, Islington, on October 18th and 
following days, under the auspices of the British Dairy 
Farmers’ Association, strenuous efforts are being made by 
the Irish Dairy Association to have Irish butter of different 
classes and varieties exhibited in great quantities in com- 
petition with the butter manufactured elsewhere in the 
United Kingdom. 

The Irish Dairy Association, whose headquarters are at 
Limerick, has done much useful work in promoting exhibi- 
tions of butter throughout Ireland, and has recently become 
affiliated with the British Dairy Farmers’ Association. 
Schedules giving full details of the exhibits and prizes have 
been freely distributed in all parts of Ireland, and a circular 
has been extensively issued among butter producers, which 
states: “‘ Asa result of the affiliation of this society with 
the British Dairy Farmers’ Association, the classes for 
butter in which Irish exhibitors are most interested have 
been increased in number and the prize-money doubled. 
We urge upon you, in the strongest manner possible, the 
desirability of making the display of Irish produce at the 
above show worthy of the great industry in which you are 
concerned, and the importance of taking this opportunity 
of showing that your methods are thoroughly up to date 
and your produce second to none.” 


BATH AND CONDENSED MILKS. 


Mr. H. G. Montacu has reported that he obtained 
samples of condensed milk, etc., under instructions which 
he had received from that committee, and had had the 
same analysed by the public analyst. One of the tins con- 
tained condensed milk which was approximately equivalent 
to that contained in 2} pints of new milk. Another sample 
was equivalent to 14 pints. A sample of condensed 
skimmed milk, prepared in Holland, contained 2; pints of 
thoroughly skimmed milk. 


THE ANALYSING OF MILK SAMPLES. 


On the recommendation of the Works Committee, the 
Lewisham Board have expressed concurrence with a 
suggestion emanating from the Vestry of Stoke Newington, 
to the effect that it should be made a provision in any 
Act, amending the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, that the 
vendor of a sample of milk, or cream, should have the 
right, at any time within 48 hours after the receipt by him 
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of a notice from any Officer under the Act that the sample 
is adulterated, to give notice to such officer requiring that 
an analysis of the sample should be made by officers at 
Somerset House, and that, in such case, the analysis should 
be made accordingly, and the certificate of the same 
should be furnished to the vendor and to the officer of the 
Sanitary Authority ; that, unless such notice be given to 
the vendor within such time named, it shall not be com- 
petent afterwards to refer the case to the Somerset House 
authorities ; and that, in the event of a prosecution, the 
expense of the analysis shall be borne in such manner as 
the Court may direct.—Under the present Act the Justices 
before whom any complaint is made may, upon the request 
of either party, in their discretion, cause any article of food, 
or drug, to be sent to Somerset House for analysis. The 
proposed amendment would give the vendor the right of 
having the sample sent before the hearing of the summons, 
On giving the required notice. 





DIETETIC CURIOSITIES, 


WE present to ourreaders alist of some animal foods which 
are occasionally eaten. Some of the articles mentioned are 
consumed upon a sufficiently extensive scale to give them a 
in 
an alimentary point of view, while others are more truly 
curiosities in dietetics. 

Cats are eaten by the Chinese, and in the Island of 
Savu are, according to Cook, preferred to sheep and goats. 
According to Sheppard (Shut up in Paris, London, 1871) 
five thousand cats were eaten in Paris during the siege. 
This writer tells us the cat is “downright good eating,” 
a young one, well cooked, being considered better than 
hare or rabbit, tasting somewhat like our grey squirrel, but 
being “even tenderer and sweeter.” Lyon, in_ his 
Narrative of Travels in North Africa in 1818-20, tells us 
that although cats, wolves, and dogs are forbidden as food 
among the African Arabs, they are not unfrequently eaten 
by sick persons, from the belief that their flesh is medicinal. 

Dogs are not uncommonly eaten by the Chinese ; while 
Dieffenbach, in his Zravels in New Zealand, speaks of their 
being esteemed as food by natives of that island ; and Cook 
tells of their being eaten by South Sea Islanders and some 
African tribes. According to Sheppard, one thousand two 
hundred dogs were eaten in Paris during the siege, and the 
flesh was sold as high as three francs per pound. According 
to Pliny, puppies were regarded as a great delicacy by the 
Roman gourmands. 

Mice and rats are eaten in Asia, Africa, Australia, and 
New Zealand, and are considered delicate morsels. Shep- 
pard, who tells us that they were eaten in Paris during the 
siege, says that the flesh of rats resembles in taste that of 
birds. Simmonds, in his Curiosities of Food, states that to 
the Eskimo epicures the mouse is a real donne bouche. 

The flesh of the horse is eaten largely by various nations, 
Sir F. B. Head, in his Journeys Across the Pampas, states 
that the Indian horsemen of the Pampas live entirely on 
the flesh of their mares, and eat neither bread, fruit, nor 
vegetables. This may have been the case in the early part 
of the present century—Head’s book having been published 
in 1828—but we have reasons to doubt such exclusiveness 
in diet among the Indians of the Pampas at the present 
time. Horseflesh is, however, still eaten by the natives of 
South America, as also by the Jakuts of northern Siberia 
and the islanders of Savu. Mr. Bicknell, in his paper on 
“The Horse as Food for Man,” Zucyclopedia Britannica, 
mentions fifteen European states, besides France, where 
horseflesh was eaten prior to 1842. The Icelanders are 
said to have practised hippophagy since the Eighth 





Century. The Russians have always eaten horses ; 
and in Denmark the _ people returned to the 
custom of their forefathers in 1807. Wirttem- 


burg was the first of the German states to adopt the practice, 
and commenced it in 1841. Bavaria, Baden, Hanover, 
Bohemia, Saxony, Austria, and Prussia followed in sub- 
sequent years (Pavy). Hippophag y was first advocated in 








France, in 1786, by Géraud, the distinguished physician: | 

In 1866 the first horse-butcher’s shop was opened in 

Paris. 

According to Pliny, the Romans at one time ate the 
The wild ass is said to be still in much esteem among 


ass. 
the Persians, who consider it as equal to venison. Shep- 
pard states that one thousand donkeys and two thousand 
mules were eaten in Paris during the siege. Sarcey, in 
Paris During the Siege, says that the flesh of the mule is 
delicious and far superior to beef; and that roast mule is 
“an exquisite dish.” Payne tells us that ass’s flesh forms 
the basis of the renowned sausages of Bologna. A writer 
to the London Medical Times and Gazette, for April 8th, 
1865, states that at a banquet given by an academician in 
Paris, having MM. Velpeau, Tardieu, Latour, and other 
notabilities as guests, the “ bifticks” and “ filets” prepared 
from the flesh of an old she-ass were unanimously pro- 
nounced to be more tender, succulent, and delicate than 
similar plats prepared, for comparison, from the horse. 

Monkeys are eaten by the Chinese, the natives of 
Ceylon, the Dyaks of Borneo, the Africans of the Gold 
Coast, the denizens of South America and the West Indies. 
The flesh of the monkey is by no means unpalatable, and 
is, in fact, quite widely eaten. 

The kalong, or edible rousette—a species of bat-—is 
abundant in Java, and valued as food by the natives. 
According to Baird, the flesh is white, delicate, and tender, 
but generally imbued with a smell of musk. 

The lion is sometimes eaten in Africa ; but, according 
to General Daumas and others, the flesh is nat good. 

The Canadian lynx is eaten by the Indians; the otter 
by the Laplanders and Eskimos. ‘The flesh of the bear 
has supplied food to many nations; while the seal, the 
walrus, and the whale are esteemed as food by the in- 
habitants of Arctic regions and travellers to the frozen 
North. 

The Manatee—sea-cow, or woman-fish—a native of the 
seas of the West Indies and South America, is said to be 
excellent eating. Dr. Vogel, in an early contribution to the 
London /ood Journal, states that he found the flesh very 
well flavoured, and the fat like pork. Payen states that the 
flesh is whitish and good to eat, and that the animal’s milk 
has an agreeable flavour. 

The hedgehog is considered a princely dish in Barbary, 
and is eaten in Spain and Germany. Kangaroos, wombats, 
and wallabies are eaten in Australia; bandicoots by 
Australian aborigines and the lowest caste of Hindoos; 
and the opossum in America, Australia and the Indian 
islands. ‘The Virginian ’possum is especially esteemed. 

The elephant, the rhinoceros, and hippopotamus are 
used for food. Dr. Livingstone tells us that the feet, the 
tongue, and the trunk of the elephant are good eating, but 
that all the other meat is tough, of peculiar flavour, and to 
be eaten only by a hungry man. 

The tapir is eaten in South America, as also the 
atmadillo, whose flesh is said to be excellent. Hunters 
usually roast the armadillo in its shell. The *‘ earth-hog” 
(Orycteropus capensis), a native of the Cape of Good Hope, 
in spite of the strong taste of formic acid, which is im- 
parted to its flesh by its food (ants), is relished by both 
Hottentots and Europeans. The hind-quarter is especially 
esteemed when cured asa ham. According to the explorer 
Eyre, sloths are eaten by the natives of Australia ; while 
Bates tells of their being eaten along the Amazon. 

Many curious birds are eaten, including the cuckoo, 
parrot, cockatoo, toucan, ostrich, spotted crake, bustard, 
albatross, cormorant, gull, pelican, and penguin. Horace 
(Epod. ii.) mentions the eating of the crane by the Romans ; 
while it is recorded that at the Enthronisation Feast of 
George Nevil, Archbishop of York, there were 204 cranes, 
204 bitterns, and 4oo heronshaws. Swans were eaten by 
the ancients, and often appeared of old at great banquets in 
England. Eyre speaks of their use as food by the natives 
of Australia. 

The use of birds’ nests as food is worthy of mention. 
The edible birds’ nest is built by a species of swallow 
(Hivundo esculenta) inhabiting the caverns along the sea- 
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‘shore of the Eastern Archipelago. — These nests consists a 
of glutinous vegetable matter gathered along the sea and — 


swallowed by the birds and then regurgitated, together 


with mucus from the alimentary tract, as needed by these 
peculiar architects. As these nests are built in almost 
inaccessible places along the cliffs—adhering to the 
bare face of the rocks—the securing of them is 
attended with both difficulty and danger. The Chinese, 
who use them chiefly for making soup, pay very large 
prices for these nests. It is generally supposed that 
their nutritive properties occasion this demand; but we 
are inclined to believe that in the aphrodisiac qualities 
of birds’-nest soup resides the chief reason of its high 
favour with the Celestials. 

The eating of insects is by no means an uncommon 
practice. According to Simmonds, spiders are eaten by 
the Bushmen and by the inhabitants of New Caledonia, as 
also grasshoppers. Locusts, both fresh and salted, are eaten 
in large quantities. They have a strong vegetable taste, the 
flavour varying with the plants on which they feed. Dr. 
Livingstone considered them palatable when roasted. 
They are used as food by Persians, Egyptians, Arabians, 
Bushmen, and others. Diodorus Siculus and Ludolphus 
both refer to a race of people in Ethiopia supporting 
themselves upon locusts. Ludolphus remarks: “For 
it is a very sweet and wholesome sort of diet, by 
means of which a certain Portuguez garrison in India, 
that was ready to yield for want of provisions, held out 
until it was relieved another way.” Ovalle states that in 
the Pampas of Chili, bread is made of locusts and mos: 
quitoes ; while Madden, in his Zyave/s says: “The Arabs 
make a sort of bread of locusts. They dry them and 
grind them to powder, then mix this powder with water, 
forming them into round cakes, which serve for bread.” 
Captain Beechey tells us in his Expedition to Africa that he 
saw many asses heavily laden with locusts for food driven. 
into the town of Mesurata, in Tripoli. The eating of 
“locusts and wild honey,” mentioned in the New Testa- 
ment, is familiar to many. 

White ants are, according to Eyre, eaten by the natives 
of Australia ; and, according to Dr. Livingstone (Warrative 
of an Expedition to the Zambesi and Its Tributaries, 
1858-64), are highly esteemed as food by the natives on the 
banks of the Zonga. Piso speaks of yellow ants in Brazil, 
called cupid, the abdomen of which is used for food, and 
also of a larger edible species called Zama-joura, which 
account is confirmed by Humboldt. Bates mentions an 
“ant-sauce” made in Brazil and highly esteemed by the 
natives along the Amazon. Mr. Cousett says, “ Ants, I 
speak from experience, have no unpleasant flavour ; they 
are very agreeably acid, and the taste of the trunk and 
abdomen is different.” ‘This author further remarks that in 
some parts of Sweden ants are distilled along with rye, to 
give flavour to inferior kinds of brandy. 

Bees are eaten by various peoples, and the Moors in 
West Barbary esteem the honeycomb, with young bees in 
it, as delicious. Eyre mentions that moths of several | 
varieties are eaten by the natives of Australia; and one 
species, called dugong, is said to be more prized by the 
Australian than any other sort of food. The bodies of 
these insects, it is stated, are large, and contain a quantity 
of oil, and are described as both luscious and fattening. 
The cicadas (commonly called “harvest-flies” and in- 
correctly ‘‘ locusts”) were used as food by the Greeks, who 
ate both pupz and full-fledged cicadas. They also, we are 
told, kept these insects in cages that they might enjoy their 
“music.” The natives in certain parts of the Andes have 
a habit, not unlike that of their prototype, the monkey, of 
consuming the vermin gathered from their own bodies. 

Several species of beetles are eaten by women of different 
nations, in the beliet that they will cause them to grow fat 
and become prolific in child-bearing. Blaps sulcata, 
a common species in Egypt, is eaten, cooked with butter, 
honey, and aromatics, by the Egyptian women, with a view 
to acquiring what they esteem to be a proper degree of 
plumpness. They also eat the Scarabeus sacer to make 
Fabricus reports that the 
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‘Turkish women also eat a species of B/aps, cooked with 
butter, to make them fat, a practice also mentioned by 
_ Carsten Niebuhr, who adds that the women of Arabia make 
_ systematic use of these insects for the same purpose. 
~ Many larvee and grubs are eaten in different parts of the 
world. The grub of the palm weevil (Calandra palmarum), 
which is the size of the thumb, has been long in request in 
both the Indies (Kirby and Spence). Alian mentions the 
_ circumstance of an Indian king, who for dessert, instead of 
fruit, set before some Grecian guests, roasted worms taken 
from a plant, probably the larve of this insect, 
_ which he says the Indians esteem very delicious —a 
character that was confirmed by some of the 
Greeks who partook of them. The palm grub is 
called “ Grugru” in the West Indies. Sir John La Forey, 
_ who was somewhat of an epicure, was extremely fond of it 
_ when properly cooked. The larve of the larger species of 
the Capricorn tribe (Cerambycide) have been accounted 
great delicacies in different countries, and the “ Cossus” of 
the ancients, which Pliny tells us the Roman epicures con- 
sidered a great dainty and fattened for the table, most 
_ probably belonged to this tribe—presumably the larvae of 
Cerambyx heros. The grub of Cerambyx damicornis, which 
attains the thickness of a man’s finger, is eaten at Surinam 
and in the West Indies, both by whites and blacks, who 
empty, wash, and roast them, and find them delicious. In 
_. Jamaica this grub is called “ Macauco,” and has been in 
_ request at the principal tables. A similar grub is served at 
Mauritius under the name of ‘‘Montac” (Kirby and 
Spence’s Entomology). In the Transactions of the Entomo- 
logical Society of London, Scopoli is credited with speaking 
of certain maggots—the larvee of musca putris—as dainty 
morsels. 

Among the delicacies of a Boshiesman’s table, Sparr- 
man reckons those caterpillars from which butterflies 
proceed. The Chinese, who waste nothing, after they 
have unwound the silk from the cocoons of the silkworm, 
send the chrysalis to table. They also eat the larve of a 
hawk-moth (SpAizx), some of which tribe, Dr. Darwin tells 

us, are, in his opinion, very delicious. 

Baird tells us that the “vineyard snail” (Helix 
fomatia) is used as food in many parts of Europe during 
Lent, and that the common garden snail (He/ix asfersa) is 
not only used as food, but in some parts of the world as a 
cure for diseases of the chest. The vineyard snail is reared 
and fattened in some cantons in Switzerland as an article of 
luxury, and exported in a pickled state. Snails on the 
Continent, and even slugs in China, havea reputation for 
delicacy of eating and nutritive power. Snails and slugs 
have long been eaten by the natives of Australia and in the 
South Sea Islands, where animal food is scarce. 

Lizards are eaten by the Chinese (Cook), and by the 
natives of Australia (Eyre). The iguana, which inhabits 
South America and the West Indies, is eaten, and esteemed 
a delicate food. Its eggs are nutritious and agreeable. 
Amblyrhynchus, a genus of lizard resembling the iguana 
found in the Galapagos Islands, is in favour with the 
natives as a delicate kind of food. The crested basilisk, 
which attains a length of about three feet, is eaten by the 
inhabitants of Amboyna and the islands of the Indian 
Archipelago. Its flesh is white, and, in flavour, said to 
resemble chicken. 

The flesh of the serpent is a well-known Indian dish. 
Previous to the conquest of Mexico by the Spaniards, 
the rattlesnake and the coral serpent were both given 
places at the highest Mexican festivals. Dioscorides, a 
celebrated Greek physician of the first century of the 
Christian era, prescribed the flesh of the viper as a tonic, 
and it formed one of the component parts of ¢heriaca, the 
great panacea of our ancestors, which at one time figured 
conspicuously in Venetian commerce. It is said that even 
to-day a nutritious broth for invalids is made, in some 
places, from the flesh of the poisonous viper. That the 
natives of Africa eat snakes is well attested by Du Chaillu, 
Livingstone, and other African explorers. Eyre mentions 
the practice as common among the natives of Australia. 

And thus the subject might be pursued to very great 
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length, for an almost endless variety of animals are eaten in 
different parts of the globe. Perhaps the most disgusting 
dietetic practices are the eating of carrion and the entrails 
of animals, as practised by certain uncivilised tribes. 
According to a letter from Bishop Colenso, published in 
the London Z7mes, the Zulus are so fond of carrion, 7.¢. 
decomposed flesh with worms in it, that they apply to it 
their word, “ ubomi,” which they use as expressing their 
highest notion of happiness. Dawson, when in Australia 
saw the natives making feasts of the entrails of animals and 
the Hottentots are said to consider them most exquisite 
eating. Dr. Livingstone, writing from Africa, observed : 


“It is curious that this is the part that wild 
animals always begin with, and that it is also 
the first choice of our men.” Schweinfurth has 


given us some very definite information concerning the 
food of the Bongos, a negro tribe on the Upper Nile. He 
tells us that they are very indiscriminate feeders, Among 
them rats and field-mice are esteemed delicacies, and the 
pursuit of these animals is a favourite occupation of the 
children, who tie them together by the tails in dozens, and 
carry on a lively barter with them among themselves. But 
to the Bongo palate a still greater delicacy is cat-flesh. 
The Bongos, in fact, eat meat of all kinds, except human 
flesh and the flesh of dogs, and make no objection to meat 
that is in an advanced state of decomposition. ‘Whenever I 
had cattle slaughtered,” said Schweinfurth, “I saw my bearers 
eagerly contending for the half-digested contents of the 
stomach, after the manner of Eskimos, whose only supply 
of vegetable food seems to come from the contents of the 
reindeer’s paunch. They would even strip off the 
amphistomous worms which literally live in the stomach of 
all cattle in this region, and, without more ado, put them 
raw into their mouths by the handful. After this it could 
no longer surprise me to fine that the Bongo reckons as 
game anything that creeps or crawls, from rats and mice to 
snakes, from the carrion vulture to the mangy hyena, from 
the great fat earth-scorpion to the caterpillar, or the winged 
termite with its oily, meal-worm like body.” It is not un- 
reasonable to conclude that these omnivorous feeders 
would find great enjoyment in that Limberg delicacy which 
finds its way into the best hotels of Continental Europe ; 
and then, how about that North German delicacy, Schnep/en- 
dreck, prepared from the feces of the common woodcock? 


LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE AMENDMENT OF THE FOOD 
AND DRUGS ACTS. 


By Joun Linpsay, 


Interim Clerk and Solicitor to the Corporation of Glasgow 
(Police Department). 


(Continued from page 1090.) 


The fat of, average sweet milk never falls under 
3 per cent. of natural fat; yet, because it has been known 
that some half-starved cow has been found to produce milk 
as low in fat as 1°08 per cent., charges of adulteration, 
where the sample showed a percentage of fat considerably 
below the standard (2°75 per cent.) of Somerset House, 
have been dismissed. Thus, for want of a legalised 
standard, farmers and dairymen may, under these decisions, 
take away 33 per cent. of the natural fat of average milk, 
and sell with impunity what remains as sweet milk. In my 
humble opinion some method ought certainly to be adopted 
of getting rid of the absurd contention that, because some 
cow, in some condition or other of health, or of feeding or 
otherwise, has been known to produce some white fluid, 
which is called milk, therefore that milk must be taken as 
the standard of sweet milk in all cases throughout the 
country. 

At the recent Congress of the Institute of Public Health, 
held in Dublin, Mr. T. W. Russell, M.P., who was Chair- 
man of the Select Committee already referred to, pleaded 
for what he described as “the poor man’s cow,” which 
could not yield first-class milk, and urged that, if there was 
to be a standard fixed, very probably there would arise 
considerable difficulty and injustice in those cases. At that 
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meeting I took occasion to seriously differ from Mr. 
Russell as to the wisdom of making, as he then 
suggested, two standards for milk, urging the un- 
doubted fact, already referred to, that in the supplies to 
cities or towns it was an unknown thing to receive for 
sale by retail the milk from a single cow, and I maintained 
that there was no reason to fear injustice in respect 
that, if the poor man’s cow was continued for the supply of 
milk as human food, and not, as it should be, sent to the 
knackery, then it was an easy matter, if true, for the de- 
fender to prove that the milk giving rise to the complaint 
was actually that of a single cow, and that, in any event, a 
proviso could be inserted to the effect that if such milk, 
being beneath the standard, was proved to be that of a 
single cow, then the defender should be discharged from 
the prosecution. Therefore, and in respect of the fact that 
very large quantities of milk are thus impoverished, it is 
urged that the Legislature should at once standardise sweet 
milk, and provide a clause specially dealing with this all- 
important food, especially in the cases of infants. 

I also submit to you that a standard should be fixed in 
the case of cream. On these points, as on that of possible 
injury to health under Section 3, the question of a standard 
is eminently one to be considered by a commission of ex- 
perts ; but, in any case, the purveyor of such an abnormal 
article as the milk just treated on ought to be compelled to 
prove that it is the production of a single cow, to be 
produced for independent investigation, as the quality and 
purity of the supply of towns very closely affect the health 
of the infant population, and the mortality of infants in 
towns is always greatest in the industrial quarters, and it is 
there that the adulterated milk is purveyed. I would point 
out that in the City of Berlin, by Municipal Ordinance of 
the 6th of July, 1887, the sale of milk is prohibited which 
‘contains any foreign matter, especially any so-called pre- 
servative of whatever kind.” 

Since the date of the passing of the Food and Drugs 
Acts, the use of so-called food preservatives has been so 
much extended as to create a new phase of adulteration, 
which renders some amendment extremely necessary. The 
article of food often does receive repeated doses of objec- 
tionable ingredients, as preservatives, when passing through 
different hands. Thus milk may receive a dose of boracic 
acid, intended as a preservative, from the farmer, a second 
dose may be added by the dairy-keeper, and a third by the 
nurse or mother to the child; and thus the infant receives 
a triple dose. It is also well established that the use of 
boracic acid, salicylic acid, and other objectionable in- 
gredients is extremely common, and is becoming more so. 
Out of twenty-four samples recently taken at random by 
one of the public analysts of Glasgow, ten contained 
objectionable substances. These samples, relating to 
aerated waters, lager beer, and coffee extracts, all “had 
salicylic acid; aerated waters had lead ; fish, milk, and 
butter, had boracic acid. 

The private Bill already referred to proposed to provide 
for a standard for milk. 

Section 7 deals with provision for the sale of compounded 
articles. As regards this section, it is suggested that com- 
pound foods, such as invalids’ and babies’ foods, meat 
extracts, and ‘so-called egg powders, should also have legibly 
marked on their coverings their composition, as otherwise 


this section is of little service to the public, who purchase | 


in ignorance of the contents of these parcels of compound 
foods, being mainly induced to do so through advertisements. 
At present, unless these foods contain injurious admixtures, 
the vendors may sell what they choose under the names 
adopted, and for the same reason, as already stated, patent or 
proprietary medicines should be placed in the same category, 
in order to prevent fraud. In asking for some particular 
soothing syrup, or for certain pills, the public get what they 
demand, but at present they demand in complete ignorance 
of what they ought to get. 

Section 8 of the Act, which has for its rubric ‘ Pro- 
tection from offences by giving of label,” deals with 
harmless adulteration of simple or natural food ; but there 
has been some dubiety as to the meaning of the words “a 


label distinctly aad legibly written or ted 0 
that the section should be amended to the effect of 
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specifying the size of the letters which must be used in all 
such intimations, as is done in the case of the sale of 
margarine, under Section 6 of the Margarine Act of 1887. 
It is also suggested that words like the following should be 
added to the end of that section, “the said writing or print 
to show the nature and proportional quantity of the matter 
or ingredient added, and the letters on the label intimating 
the same to be each not less than one-eighth of an inch 
square.” 

Section g relates to the “ Prohibition of the abstraction 
of any part of an article of food before sale, and selling 
without notice.” It is suggested that in this section it 
should be provided that it shall be no good defence to aver 
or prove in a case where extraction of cream is averred 
that the cream is likely to have been given to earlier pur- 


_ chasers, otherwise there may be prejudice or fraud on late 
' purchasers. 


Section 13 has for its rubric“ Officer named to obtain a 
sample of food or drug to submit to analyst.” This section 
should be amended to the effect of making clear that female 
sanitary inspectors should be regarded as deputies of the 
officers appointed under the section, in respect that the 
male inspectors become known, and some milk venders 
habitually pour some cream into the sample of milk before 


handing it to them, and others keep what is known as “the 


Inspector’s can.” 

Section 25 has for its rubric “Defendant to be dis- 
charged if he proves that he bought the article in the same 
state as sold, and with a warranty.” This section deals 
with the question of warranty, and it is suggested that it 
should be amended to the effect of clearing up the 
disputed point as to what really constitutes a written warranty 
under the Act. It is suggested that a schedule should 


be attached to the Act giving the precise form of the ~ 


warranty required. ‘The procuring of samples of food and 
drugs from retailers, which might have been adulterated by 
the wholesale dealer or manufacturer before they reached 
such retailers, was the principal grievance which Sir Charles 
Cameron, Bart., M.P., sought to meet in the Bill introduced 
by him some time ago. My expressed opinion then was, 
and still is, that to give effect to that proposal would 
utterly destroy the whole intention and usetulness of these 
Acts. 

Under the proposed private Bill a provision was 
inserted that an invoice should be deemed a warranty 
without the addition of words of guarantee, excepting that 
any warranty given by any person not resident within Great 
Britain or Ireland should not be a good defence under the 
Act, and at the Dublin Congress, already referred to, Mr. 
Russell, M.P., defended the view that an invoice should be 
so deemed a warranty. On that occasion I also differed 
with that gentleman on this point. 

It may, in certain cases, be true that retailers receive 
adulterated articles from a wholesale house or manufacturer, 
and by taking no precautions to obtain a warranty with these, 
or discover for themselves the constituents of the articles, 
are punished for selling them. In this respect they are in the 
same position as the retailer of milk who receives this com- 
modity from the farmer by railway or van, and in whose in- 
terest Section 3 of theamending Act of 1879 was passed. This 
section works well when the honesty and vigilance of the 
milk purveyor are exercised in conveying the necessary 
information to the inspector, and, in my view, a wholesome 
check would be put upon agents, wholesale houses, and 
manufacturers, if the provisions of this section of the 
amending Act were extended to all articles of food and 
drugs; and sufficient protection would be afforded ‘to 
retailers who had any cause to suspect the purity of goods 
invoiced to them, were the inspectors empowered to pro- 
cure samples from goods in course or at the point of 
delivery, and to this extent assistance should, in equity, be 
given to the retailer ; but it would be destructive of the Act 
to take all the responsibility off the shoulders of the retailers 
in the manner proposed, by accepting an invoice as 
equivalent to a warranty.—( Zo de continued). 
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MILK WARRANTIES. 


A LETTER which we publish on another page gives 
expression to a belief we find somewhat prevalent amongst 
vendors. Our correspondent pvints out how the warranty 
plea would protect a rogue, but a careful reading of Section 
5 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, shows a person 
pleading the warranty defence must do more than merely 
ent2r that plea. The defendant is entitled to be discharged 
if he Aroves he purchased the article as the same in nature, 
substance, and quality as that demanded by the prosecutor, 
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and with a written warranty to that effect; that he had no 
reason to believe at the time he sold it that the article was 
otherwise, and that he sold it in the same state as when he 
purchased tt. 


Our correspondent will therefore see that the mere 


defence of a warranty is not enough: the vendor prosecuted | 
for adulteration must prove that the milk was not tampered — 


with whilst in his possession. Whilst no doubt the dishonest 
use of this defence may at times succeed, it can have no 
chance of a long lease of life, as samples are generally taken 
of the milk at the farm or railway station, and the swindle 
quickly exposed. 

Still, that it should ever succeed is unfair to honest 
milk-vendors and a fraud on the public, and no one con- 
versant with the question can object to the honest 
indignation of our correspondent. We recommend the 
following facsimile of the label Mr. Dean uses to the 
attention of our readers. It is simple, straightforward, and 
—for honest dealers—protective ; but unfortunately for 
honest dealers no warranty really protects them against the 
farmer who adulterates milk. However innocent and 
robbed the vendor may be, he has to suffer the opprobrium 
of having been discovered in the act of selling adulterated 
milk, and as the world is ever prone to believe bad of men 
rather than good, the truth that the farmer is the rogue is 
too often received with a shrug indicating disbelief. In 
fairness to milk-vendors and the public, samples ought to 
be regularly taken as they arrive from the farmer at railway 
stations or dairymen’s premises. Roguery would then 
quickly be detected, and many an honest man’s reputation 
be saved. For the benefit of subscribers who do not insist 
on a warranty with every churn, we print a facsimile of a 
label printed on stout manilla paper eyeletted and affixed 
to each can : 
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THIS CONSIGNMENT 
Warranted Pure, New, 
Unskimmed, and 
Unadulterated Milk, 


Containing the whole of its Natural 
Solids and Fat. 


” HENRY DEAN, 


HIGHTOWN, MANCHESTER. 


To be delivered at 
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A SIDELIGHT ON KRUGER’S GOVERNMENT. 


Oom Paut’s employé has reported that séx samples of 
butter have been analysed of which two only were found to 
be genuine, another two were margarine without any trace 
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of butter whatever. The fifth sample was like Oom Paul- 


c and his apologists—a rare mixture of roguery, rottenness, 


and rascality—it consisted of one part rancid butter unfit 
for consumption and two parts of the vilest margarine. 
_ How much commission the patriot Kruger takes on these 
_ swindles is not reported by the Health Officer, but upon 
another sample of the honesty Oom Paul encourages, Dr. 
Loevy reports : 
| “The sample under examination is “margarine,” 
consisting chiefly of beef and mutton suet, and contains 
no trace of cow-butter.’ After consultation with Dr. 
Krause, he was informed that no steps could be taken 
against the. seller of the mixture. The Board’s attorney 
had put into legal form the regulations which he had drawn 
up on the adulteration of food-stuffs. He recommended, 
therefore, that the Government be asked to promulgate 
_ these regulations.” 
Upon milk also, the honest Boers have nothing to learn 
even from Somerset House ignorance. 

Recently, beforea Mr. Dietzsch, at Johannesburg, Dayid 

_ Mens was charged, under Arts. 1 and 6 of Law No. 29 of 
- 1896, with having sold adulterated milk. 
Inspector Butler stated that he bought the milk from 
the defendant in Korte Street, Braamfontein, on August 1oth, 
and gave one half of it, back to the defendant, while the 
other half was sent to Dr. Loevy for analysis. 

Dr. Loevy stated that the sample received from Butler 
proved that ro per cent. of water had been added and that 
25 per cent. of the cream had been removed. 

In reply to the Court, Dr. Loevy stated that the sample 
he analysed contained less than 3 per cent. of fat. This 
corresponded with an addition of water of 10 per cent. 

After this we should not be surprised if Dr. Loevy be 
treated by Oom Paul as the Chief Justice was, and be 
deprived of his office. -No doubt, however, Zhe Daily 
Chronicle and Mr. Reginald Statham will be able to explain 
to us that, as milk and butter may disseminate tuberculosis, 
these practices only serve to further prove the marvellous 
wisdom and fostering care of their pet Kruger. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 


_ Avr Howth Petty Sessions, Constable John Morgan, 
R.I.C,, Food Inspector, prosecuted Mr. John M‘Kenna, of 
the ‘ Abbey Tavern,” tor retailing rum under the strength 
prescribed by the Excise authorities. The constable 
deposed that on September 6th he purchased three glasses 
of rum and half a pint of whisky in the ‘‘ Abbey Tavern.” 
After the purchase, witness informed the girl attendant that 
he required th m for analysis. He (Constable Morgan) 
sent the samples to Sir Charles Cameron, whose certificate 

was produced showing that the rum was 33 per cent. under 
proof, and the lowest allowed by the enti was 25 
per cent. 

Mr. M‘Kenna in defence stated that Re got the rum 
from one of the best houses in Dublin. He only ‘sold 
about five gallons in the year, and the Spirit remaining for 
several months had reduced in strength although of the 
best. It appeared that the other drinks and spirits retailed 
from the ‘‘ Abbey Tavern” were of premier quality. The 
Court decided to impose 2os. fine and tos. 6d. costs. 

JoHN RANDELL, publican, Wellmeadow, Blairgowrie, 
was charged at Perth, on September 25th, with having sold 
to John Cruickshanks a pint bottle of whisky which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality demanded, the same 
being adulterated or mixed with water, which reduced the 
spirit to more than 25 degrees under proof, contrary to the 
5th section of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1885. He 
pleaded guilty. Mr. M/‘Alpine, solicitor, Blairgowrie, 
appeared on his behalf, and stated that accused kept two 
or three barrels of different kinds of spirits in the shop, 
and that morning he had just made a barrelful, and it so 
happened that when Inspector Cruickshanks came in and 
asked if he would give him a bottle of whisky which 
he was he at 


selling, once gave the _ inspector 
a pint. bottle of whisky out of the _ barrel he 
had just made, not thinking that the whisky was 


“so much reduced. When the inspector went away, he 











tested the whisky and found that it was seven degrees under 
proof. No sooner had he found out what he had done 
than he at once went to the inspector and told him that he 
had tested the spirit and found that it was not up to 
25 degrees. Since Mr. Randell entered the hotel he had 
raised it from a tone of lower class to be a very good place. _ 
He was sorry for what had been done, and he said that | 
that little accident—on his part unintentional—had lowered 
the reputation of the house, and |ad lowered his own 
reputation. He asked his lordship to deal leniently with 
him, and perhaps admonish him. Mr. Jameson, Procurator- 
Fiscal, said that as far as the adulteration was concerned 
it was a very bad case. He imagined that it was 
the duty of public-house keepers to test whisky at the 
time, and not to test it an hour or two afterwards.—The 
Sheriff imposed a fine of 4os., with the opuey of one 
month’s imprisonment. 


At East Kerrier, Thomas Thomas, ianatore of the | 
“‘ Seven Stars,” Carharrack, was fined 22s. 6d. and 17s. 6d. 
costs for selling brandy adulterated with water to 44°27 
degrees under proof, the legal limit being 25. 

At the Market Rasen Petty Sessions, William Hodgson, 
landlord of the ‘Gordon Arms,” Market Rasen, was charged 
under the Food and Drugs Act with selling gin containing 
53°8 per cent. of water. The defendant pleaded guilty, 
and in extenuation said he made a mistake altogether in the ~ 
measuring of the spirit. He was fined 41 and costs. 

AT Brecon John Williams, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act for the County, instituted proceedings 
against Mrs. Sarah Davies, of the White Horse Inn, Brecon, 
for selling whisky a greater number of degrees-under proof 
than the limit allowed by the Act (viz., 30°96 degrees).— 
Mr. H. F. W. Harries, solicitor, appeared to prosecute. 
The Bench inflicted a fine of 30s. including costs. 





MILK CONTAMINATION. 


Jacop MENDEL Koropsinski, wholesale milk dealer, 
was summoned at Worship Street, on September 28th, under 
the provisions of the Dairies and Milkshops’ Regulations for 
keeping milk in such a way as to expose it to contamination. 
—The prosecution was taken by the London County 
Council, whose inspector proved that on August 9th he 
visited a stable-yard at Hanbury Street and found two 
churns of milk there. Within a few feet was a heap of 
stable manure, and the whole place was foul and the milk 
exposed to the contamination.—The defendant said the 
milk was sour and had been returned, so that it did not 
matter where it was kept.. He called a witness to prove 
this, but the inspector said the milk was sweet and he saw 
it go away in a van.—Mr. Corser fined the defendant £5. 
—Mark Agonarvitch, of Old Montague Street, Spitalfields, 
was fined 4os. and costs under the same Act for having his 
milk shop in a dirty state. 

At Handsworth, on September 23rd, a number of milk 
prosecutions were heard. Four of them were taken out 
against George Coxon, of 29, Cornwall Road, Hands- 
worth—the addition of varying percentages of water being 
alleged in three of the cases, and the abstraction of natural 
fat in the remaining one. The samples were taken on 
August 6th and 3oth. Defendant’s wife pleaded that the 
milk was purchased from William Williams, Stockwell Farm, 
Handsworth, and retailed in exactly the same condition. 
Williams was called, and asserted that the milk left his 
premises without water being added. In answer to 
Mr. Van Tromp, inspector of food and drugs, who prose- 
cuted on behalf of the Staffordshire County Council, 
witness denied that he had promised to pay the fine for 
defendant, but admitted that he had promised to lend. him 
the money to pay.—The magistrates convicted, but reserved 
sentence pending the hearing of four other summonses . 
against Williams, whose addresses were given as Stockwell 
Farm and 36, College Road. The charges were 
similar, and the samples, which were takem on August 
6th and 30th showed from 6 to 10 per cent. of added water, 
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and a deficiency of 9 per cent. of natural fat. Defendant 
again went into the box, and repeated that the milk was 
sold as he had it from his farm. The Clerk: Then your 
_ contention is that if water is put in it is by your own people? 
_ Defendant reluctantly admitted that it was, and, further, 
_ that as he took the profits whoever put the water in must 
_ have increased the milk for his benefit. He could not say 
who would have any object in doing that without telling 
_him about it. Between August 6th and August 3oth he 
cautioned his man.. The Bench thought the case clearly 
_ proved, and on each summons imposed a fine of £1 and 
costs. In all, the penalty amounted to £9 os. 6d. The 
_ fines in the Coxon case were the same, but as the costs were 
__ heavier the total penalty was £9 4s. 6d. The Bench also 
_ expressed the opinion that Williams ought to pay Coxon’s 
fine, and after some demur he consented to do so. Time 
was given him to pay his own fine.—Sarah Coley, 110, 
Somerset Road, Handsworth, was summoned for selling 
milk which contained 21 per cent. of added water, and 
fined £3 and costs. 


At Hampstead Petty Sessions, John Cramp, of Durham 
_ Road, Finsbury Park, was charged on a summons with sell- 
ing “new milk” which was found on analysis to be 
adulterated with seven per cent. of added water. 





7 Defendant did not appear, and the case was proved 
by Mr. Bridge, an inspector of the Middlesex County 
Council. 


The Bench imposed a fine of 45 and costs. 


At Portsmouth, on October 3rd, William Markwick, 
milk purveyor, of 79, Fratton Road, was summoned for 
selling, on September 3rd, milk from which 5°4 per cent. 
of cream had been extracted, and to which 3°6 per cent. 

__ of water had been added.—Mr. G. Hall King prosecuted.— 
Mr. G. L. Scott, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
proved purchasing the sample from the  defendant’s boy in 
the street, and produced the analyst’s report.—The defendant 
said that he had since given up the business. The deficiency 
of cream might have been due to the dry season, and it 
would pay no man to add a gill of water to a gallon of milk, 
about the proportion said to have been added.—Mr. King: 
There are two previous convictions against the defendant. 
‘That is why proceedings were taken.—Chief Inspector Bell 
said that the defendant had had a good deal of illness in his 

' family, and was in poor circumstances.—He was fined £1, 
including 13s. 6d. costs, on the first count, while on the 
second judgment was suspended. 


At Edgware F. H. Mortiboy, of the Short Horn Dairy, 
Marlboro’ Road, Wealdstone, was summoned for selling milk 
containing 14 per cent. of added water.—Mr. R. Watts, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, stated that on 
August 31st he took.a sample of defendant’s milk, at High 
Street, Wealdstone, which on submission to analysis proved, 
according to the analyst’s certificate, to contain 14 per cent. 
of added water.— Mr. Ricketts pleaded in defence that the 
cows were milked by defendant, that no water was added, 
and that the evidence of the analyst to whom defendant 
submitted a sample corroborated the other certificate except 
as to added water. The analyst then attended the farm and 
took a sample drawn direct from the cows, which, on analysis 
was found to contain, according to the county test, ro per cent. 
of added water.—Henry Richard Gregory, Fellow of the 
Institute of Chemists, stated that the first sample he 
analysed contained 17 per cent. of added water. The 
amount of ash was abnormally high. If the milk had been 
watered as much as the analysis showed, the ash would be 
reduced in proportion. Nothing had been added to 
increase the ash.—The Chairman said that very likely the 
quality of the milk was poor, owing to the condition under 
which the milk was produced, rather than from any 
intention to deteriorate the quality.—The fine would be 2s. 
and costs.--There was a-further charge against defendant 
for selling milk on September 11th with 18 per cent. of 
added water.—Mr. Ricketts said that the milk was supplied 
by a wholesale dealer from Paddington, and unfortunately 
had no guarantee with it.—The Bench in this case imposed 
a fine of ros. and costs. 








oh i 


> o s' 
Aw a be Boe te 
. } . 


& 77 


SANITATION. 


a 
: ae < ra 






‘Epwarp’ Brooks, of Marlborough Farm Dairy, y 


Palmerston Road, Wealdstone, was summoned for selling 
milk with 7 per cent. of added water.—Mr. R. Watts, 
inspector, stated that on August 31st he took a sample of 
defendant’s milk, which proved on analysis to contain 7 per 
cent, of added water.—Witness added that he also took a 


sample o. milk being delivered by the defendant himself, — 
which was found to be good.—Defendant stated that the - 


sample which proved to be adulterated was delivered bya 
milkman whom he had since discharged. The milk was 
taken from the same bulk on the farm before starting forth. 
—The Chairman said the milk might have been diluted on 
the way, but, as there was a previous conviction, a fine of 
158. and costs, including the analyst’s fees, would be 
imposed. 

At Greenwich, Messrs. Charles and Ethelbert Hiscock, 
trading as Hiscock Brothers, dairymen, High Street, Plum- 
stead, were summoned by the Greenwich District Board of 
Works for selling milk adulterated with r1 per cent. of 
added water.—Mr. Vivian Orchard called evidence on 
behalf of the Board, and one of the defendants said the 
milk was sold just as it was received from a dairy company. 
—Mr. Kennedy fined the defendants £3 and 2s. costs. 

At Nottingham, on Oct. rst, Thomas Barker, of Trent Vale 
Farm, Beeston, was charged with selling milk on August 28th 
containing 8 per cent. of added water.—Colonel Story 
proved purchase of the sample, and produced the analysis 
certificate of the public analyst.—Mr. H. B. Clayton, who 
represented the defendant, pointed out that the percentage 
of alleged adulteration was exceedingly low, and could be 
reasonably accounted for by the explanation offered by his 
client, who had been in business for a number of years and 
never received any complaint as to the quality of milk he 
sold. At the time when the sample was purchased there 
had been a prolonged drought, and there was little or no 
grass in the fields in which the defendant’s cows grazed. 
This compelled him to resort to artificial foods, and the cows 
had to be fed on brewer’s grains and bran, which would 
account for the excess of water in the milk.—Defendant 
gave evidence in support of his solicitor’s statement. —The 
Chairman said the Bench had no doubt that water had 
been added. The public must be protected, and the 
defendant would be fined seven guineas.—Mr, H. B. 
Clayton appealed to the Bench to re-consider the amount of 
the fine. His client was not a rich man, and such a 
penalty would fall heavily upon 


increase the fine. 


MARGARINE. 


AT Ware petty sessions William Watson, of Wadesmill, 
grocer, was summoned for selling butter adulterated with 67 
per cent. of margarine, and also for. selling margarine not 
wrapped in a package duly branded. 

Mr. T. Johnson, inspector, gave evidence of purchasing 
half a pound of “shilling butter” through a lad whom he 
sent into the shop, and-he produced the analyst’s certificate, 
showing that it consisted of 67 per cent. margarine. The 
second summons was in respect of the same “ butter,” 
which being really margarine, should have-been sold in a 
paper labelled accordingly. 

Defendant’s wife said the business was hers, and she 
pleaded that it was a mistake on her part. She had no 
shilling butter, and sold the margarine without thinking, 
and omitted to put it in a proper package. 

The Bench warned defendant that she must be careful 
in future as to what she sold, and fined her 1s. 6d. and 
138. 6d. costs. 

At Manchester, before the Stipendiary Magistrate, 
Thomas Bernard, grocer and provision dealer, 171, Radnor 
Street, Hulme, was summoned under the Food and Drugs 
Act for selling adulterated butter. There were three 
summonses. Mr. Rook appeared to prosecute on behalf 
of the Manchester City Council. He stated that two ‘of 
the summonses taken out against the defendant were under 
the Margarine Act, one being for having exposed for sale 


him.—The Chairman © 
replied that if he made any alteration at all he should ° 
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in his shop margarine which was not properly labelled, and 
the other for not delivering the margarine in a properly 
labelled wrapper to the inspector. Mr. Rook produced a 
sketch of the defendant’s shop at Hulme, and handed this 
to the Stipendiary, after which he called evidence.— 
Inspector Holland said that about 10.30 on the morning 
of August 12th, he went into the defendant’s shop, and there 
saw one of the defendant’s servants.—Frederick Heath. 
Witness noticed on the counter several quantities of butter 
substance, and pointing to one marked ‘“ Pure butter, rod.,” 
asked fora pound. This was served to him by Heath in a 
plain wrapper.—Mr. Estcourt, city analyst, said he examined 
the sample bought at defendant’s shop. It contained 83 
per cent. of foreign fat, and 17 per cent. of butter fat. It 
was margarine.—For the defence, defendant said it’ was 
purely an accident, being entirely the fault of his assistant. 
The weather had been hot, and the butter had been kept 
down the cellar. Somehow, the butter label had got on the 
margarine. He had not been in the shop very long, but 
was losing a lot of money. Therefore, he desired to be 
dealt with leniently—Mr. Rook said he should have to 
press for two convictions.—The Stipendiary fined defendant 
4os. and cost in two of the cases. 


A DUTCH BUTTER ADULTERATION CASE. 

Messrs. Goopwin, FosTER, BROWN, AND Co., the 
proprietors of several provision shops in the neighbourhood 
of Birmingham, in a recent case in which they were charged 
with having sold margarine as butter, raised the defence 
that the article was supplied to them as ‘pure butter ; 
guaranteed.” The Bench could not, however, look upon 
this as absolving the firm from liability, and imposed a fine 
of £20 and costs. It was possible, nevertheless, for 
Messrs. Goodwin and Co. to publicly prove the truthfulness 
of their defence by instigating proceedings against the 
person who (as they alleged) had supplied them with an 
inferior article. This step they took, and at the Birmingham 
Police Court on September 22nd, before Aldermen Clayton 
and Baker, Thomas Drewery, of Carr’s Lane, Birmingham, 
agent for the Dutch firm of Van Der Hagen, Rotterdam, was 
summoned for having sold margarine in packets not stamped 
as the Margarine Act requires that they should be.-—Mr. 
H. A. McCardie (instructed by Mr. A. W. Barradale) 
appeared on behalf of the informants, and Mr. Rowlands 
(of Rowlands and Co.) defended.—Messrs. Goodwin and 
Co., on July 13th, ordered from the defendant seven firkins 
of butter, two of which were to be delivered at their Spark- 
brook shop. 
two tubs that Inspector Jones obtained a sample. Asa 
result of the analysis which was made the firm wrote to 
Drewery, and informed him that a sample of the article he 
had sent to them and charged them for as pure butter 
contained about 20 per cent. of foreign fat and an excess of 
boracic acid. They gave him notice of the defence which 
they intended to raise, and intimated that they should 
submit a further sample to Dr. Bostock Hill for analysis. 
The latter certified that the sample contained from ro to 15 
per cent. of foreign fat.—These statements were sworn to by 
Elizabeth Harvey, manageress for the informants, who ad- 
mitted in cross-examination thatthe wooden hoops which held 
the lids upon the tubs might be removed and the lids taken 
off and replaced in such a way that no one could detect they 
had been interfered with.—The line of defence adopted by 
Mr. Rowlands was that the samples were not taken from 
the butter as it was supplied by Drewery, and Mr. Van Der 
Hagen, of Rotterdam and Amsterdam, in support, stated 
that he sent consignments of pure butter on July 13th and 
16th to the defendant. In consequence of what had been 
alleged by Messrs. Goodwin and Co. the defendant returned 
twenty casks to him.—Dr. Van Hamel Roos deposed to 
analysing the contents of these twenty casks, and to finding 
nothing but- pure butter. He also stated that he had 
frequently examined samples of the butter made by Mr. 
Hagen, and invariably found them pure.—The Bench said 
they were satisfied the tubs contained margarine when they 
reached Messrs. Goodwin and Co.’s premises, and inflicted 
a fine of £10 and costs. 


It was from. a portion of the contents of these 
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UNSOUND MEAT AT PORTSMOUTH. 
NELSON AND Son, LIMITED, CONVICTED. 


At the Portsmouth Police-court on October 3rd, James 
Nelson and Son, Limited, of 57, Charterhouse-street, 
London, were summoned for having deposited on their 


premises, No. 123, Albert-road, Southsea, on Tuesday, — 
August 23rd last, for the purpose of sale, or for preparation — 


for sale, thirty-three pieces of mutton and sixteen pieces of 
beef unfit for the food of man ; and also for having on the 
same date one piece of mutton exposed for sale which was 
unfit for the food of man. ri 

Mr. G. Hall King prosecuted, and Mr. Grain (barrister- 
at-law, London), appeared for the defence. 

Mr. Grain stated that his clients admitted that they were 
the Company carrying on business at the above address, 
and that they were responsible for what might have been 
found there. 

George William Monckom, Inspector of Nuisances, said 


that on the date in question he went to the defendant 


company’s shop about 9.30 a.m., and found a breast of 
frozen mutton exposed for sale. It was totally unfit for 
human food. He afterwards went into the room and the 
scullery, where he found 33 pieces of mutton and 16 of 
beef—all foreign meat as far as he could see—unfit for the 
food of man. 
brine in a bucket, and the brine was stinking. In the 
copper were 13 pieces of mutton and one of beef in pickle 
in a very bad state. He seized the lot and the meat was 
subsequently condemned and destroyed. There were 
James Perrin, the manager, and two assistants in the shop 
at the time. 

By Mr. Grain: The manager said that he was just 
going to chop up and destroy the piece of mutton found in 
the shop. He did not say that he had given orders to 
destroy all the bad meat found at the rear of the shop. 
He said that the pieces in the copper had been put there 
by the late manager, who had been discharged a week ago, 
but that he had put the pieces in brine in the bucket. He 
told me that the shop had been shut up since the Saturday, 
as is the usual custom. 

Frederick Leonard Bell, Chief Inspector of Nuisances, 
corroborated. The meat was all decomposed and unfit for 
human food, the unsalted pieces being dark, green, and 
maggoty, and smelling very bad. That in pickle was also 
decomposed. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Grain, witness said that he 
received an anonymous letter by that morning’s post, and in 
consequence sent Mr. Monckom out at once. 

By the Court: I think that some of the salted meat 
might have been brought by people. 

Mr. Grain: What, that in the stinking brine at the 
back ? 

Mr. Cousins: There are certain manufactures of meat 
going on near there, are there not ? 

Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fisk (Magistrates’ Clerk) : They don’t make sausages 
of salt meat. 

Witness: They make sausages of funny stuff sometimes. 
I have known stuff dug up after some time and used for 
sausages. 

Dr. Fraser (Medical Officer of Health) also gave evidence. 
The pieces of meat found in the copper were not the worst 
pieces. 

For the defence Mr. Grain stated that Nelson and Son 
carried on a very large trade in Argentine beef, which they 
brought over in their own steamers and stored in their own 
cold storage at Smithfield Market. It was, he urged, 
extremely unlikely that they would risk damnifying the 
whole of their large trade by knowingly keeping meat in such 
a condition. It was not the custom to pickle meat in a 
copper, or to pickle such joints as were found in the copper, 
and the manager had no idea that the meat was in the 
copper until it was found there by the inspector. The 
meat had not been deposited that day for sale or preparation 
for sale. The shop had been closed since the Saturday, 
and, on arriving, the manager had condemned it, and had 
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ordered it to be chopped up and destroyed just before the 
inspector arrived. The weather in August last was very 
hot, and even prime meat was hard enough to keep. His 
clients had some 500 shops in this country, and it was an 
explicit order to their managers not to exhibit unsound 
meat for sale. 

James Perrin, manager, gave evidence in support of this 
statement. All the meat was sound on the Saturday night. 
He could not say as to that in the copper, which he did 
not know of on the Saturday. The copper was in a 
detached washhouse in the backyard. The piece of mutton 

found in the shop was on the backboard, not exposed for 
sale with the fresh meat. Witness had just condemned it, 
-and ordered the men to chop it up, and that at the back, 
for the “fatman” when the van with the fresh meat 
came. While he was attending to that the, inspector 
appeared. 

James Fleet (district manager to Nelson and Son) 

corroborated, and said that the previous manager at 
the shop was discharged for drunkenness on Thursday, 
August 18th, and Perrin taken on the next day. 

Mr. Nelson, jun., also gave evidence. 

After a consultation in private, lasting some 50 minutes, 
the Bench, commenting on the fact that the assistants had 
not been called, found the defendant Company guilty of 
exposing the piece of mutton for sale, and fined them 4os. 
and 8s. 6d. costs in that case. With respect to the meat 

found at the rear of the shop, the Bench gave the 
defendants the benefit of the doubt with regard to the 14 
pieces of meat found in the copper, but convicted them 

with reference to the 33 other pieces of beef and mutton, 
and fined them 5s. on each piece— £8 15s. in all—-and 
Al 38. 6d. costs—The Chairman censured the manager 
for not visiting the shop and inspecting the meat between 
the Saturday night and the Tuesday morning. 

Mr. Grain gave notice of appeal. 


HORSES FOR SAUSAGES. 
Witi1AM Nortu, a horse-dealer, of Aldershot, William 
- Simpson, of the same occupation, residing at Ash, Surrey, 
_and John Watson, a stableman, from Plaistow, appeared at 

Lambeth on October 3rd to answer a charge of being con- 
cerned in causing a grey gelding to be ill-treated. 

The animal, which was aged and very lame, was found 
in Watson’s charge in Lower Kennington Lane. When 
asked by Inspector Rogers, of the S.P.C.A., what he was 
going to do with it, he said, “I am going to take the 
horse to a dealer, to go abroad to be made into sausages.” 

In consequence of further information, North and 
Simpson were served with summonses. The former said 
he bought the horse from a farmer, and directed Simpson 
to send it away. The animal was in such a diseased con- 
dition that it had to be slaughtered. 

Mr. Hopkins said this was a traffic which every magis- 
trate would put his foot on, and ordered each of the 
defendants to pay £5, and one guinea costs. The money 
was paid. 

_ Henry Mussett, a labourer, was fined 20s., with £1 
7s. 6d. costs, at Stratford, for riding a horse while in an unfit 
state. When spoken to by an inspector of the S.P.C.A., 
the defendant said he was taking the animal to a dealer, who 
was going to send it abroad for eating purposes. 


DANISH DAIRY COMPANY’S BUTTER. 





COFFEE. 


At Coleford, Charles Nelmes, collier and grocer, Pillo- 
well, was summoned by P.S. Griffin for selling coffee 
adulterated with chicory.—It appeared that the article sold 
to the sergeant contained 80 per cent. of chicory and 20 per 
cent. of coffee.—Defendant admitted the offence, but 
pleaded ignorance.—Fined tos. and 17s. 6d. costs. 


DRUG ADULTERATION. 

At Nottingham, on September 23rd, two charges for 
offences under the provisions of the Food and Drugs Act 
were heard. An assistant of Messrs. Boots, Limited, was 
summoned for selling to an agent of Mr. Henry Ward, 
inspector of nuisances for the city, a certain compounded 
drug, composed of potassium iodide (two drams) and syrup 
of ginger (two ounces), made up with water to 16 ounces, 
which was deficient to the extent of to per cent. of 
potassium iodide. Mr. H. B. Day (from the office of the 
‘Lown Clerk) appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Muir Wilson, 
barrister, of Sheffield, represented the defendants. 

Mr. Day, in opening, mentioned that on July roth 
Inspector Henry Ward sent an assistant into Messrs. Boots’ 
shop, Pelham Street, with a prescription, and asked for it 
to be made up. The dispenser took it and prepared the 
medicine, and the assistant handed it to the inspector on 
the doorstep of the shop. He went to Mr. Greaves, the 
manager, and told him who he was, and went through the 
usual form of dividing the medicine into three parts. One 
of these was sent to the public analyst, who had certified 
that the sample was deficient in one of its ingredients to 
the extent of 10 percent. © That, the prosecution said, was 
a very serious matter to the public, and they held that 
chemists should be exceedingly careful how they prepared 
their medicines. 

Inspector Henry Ward, and his assistant for the pur- 
poses of obtaining the sample in. question, a boy of 13, gave 
evidence proving the facts, and 

Dr. Boobbyer, medical officer of health for the city of 
Nottingham, stated that he wrote out the prescription, which 
was sent to Messrs. Boots to be made up. He considered 
a deficiency of to per cent. in the dose might be quite 
sufficient to cause considerable difference to the person 
intending to take it. 


Mr. Day: So that you think that a difference like this 
might be detrimental to a patient?—Witness: I do 
think so. 


By Mr. Muir Wilson: If the prescription were improperly 
made up, or if iodide of potassium were not in complete 
solution, some part of it might have been deposited on the 
funnel of the vessel used for dividing the samples into 
parts. 

Mr. Trotman, M.A., city analyst, put in his certificate 
showing the deficiency of 10 per cent. of potassium iodide, 
and 

Mr. Muir Wilson then addressed the magistrates for the 
defence. He said he was present for the purpose of 


| defending any reflection upon the credit of the firm 


AT Wednesbury, Frederick Cradgington, Bilston, trading | 


as the Danish Dairy Company, was summoned for selling 
as butter an article which contained 55 per cent. of mar 


the word “ margarine” printed thereon. Edward Hartland, 
the manager, was also charged with similar offences. It was 
proved that the margarine was sold as ‘‘best Danish butter,” 


and the Stipendiary, expressing his determination to put a | 


stop to such a dishonest system of trading, said Cradgington 
would have to pay fines and costs amounting to £11 12s. 1od., 
and Hartland would be fined 47 and casts. 


of Messrs. Boots, Limited, as honest traders. 

Mr. Day (interposing) mentioned that the prosecution 
did not cast any reflection upon the credit of Messrs. Boots, 
but said that there had been some inaccuracy on the part of 
the dispenser. 

Mr. Muir Wilson was obliged to his friend for that 
admission, and went on to say that his clients employed 
fully qualified and capable dispensers, and took every 
care that their business was conducted properly. He asked 


| that the Bench should deal with the case leniently, and if 


: | they felt that a fine was necessary he asked that it should be 
garine, and also with neglecting to attach to it a label with | 


a sinall one. 

The Chairman said the Bench did not think that 
Messrs. Boots wished to injure or prejudice the public in 
any way, but medicines ought to be dispensed with the 
utmost care, and the Bench were bound to impose a fine to 
show that chemists and druggists must accurately dispense 
prescriptions taken to them. A fineof ros., with 1os. costs 
would meet the case. 
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Ambrose Middleton, caaintst and Pane 18, South 
well Road, was summoned for selling a similar ‘compound 


_ drug, which was six per cent. deficient in potassium iodide. 


Mr. H. B. Day prosecuted and Mr. Dickens (Messrs. 
Williams and Dickens) defended. He admitted the facts, 


and expressed his client’s regret that these proceedings . 


should have had to be taken. Mr. Middleton had three 
shops, and could not possibly attend to all of them him- 
self, but he employed fully qualified assistants to help him. 
This discrepancy was due to some unaccountable mistake 
on the part of one of his assistants, and no one regretted it 
more than he did.—The nominal penalty of 1os., with ros. 
costs, was imposed. 


MILK OF SULPHUR. 


At Chippenham Petty Sessions, Mr. Turpin, chemist, 
was summoned by Mr. Smith, the County Council inspector, 
for an infringement of the Food and Drugs Act. Mr. Bevin 
prosecuted. It appeared that the inspector’s representative 
bought some. milk of sulphur, which was found to be adul- 
terated with not less than 50 per cent. of sulphate of lime. 
The facts were not disputed, and the prosecution admitted 
that Mr. Turpin sold as he bought it, and the Bench 
thought that the justice of the case would be met by 
Mr. Turpin paying the costs, and they advised him 
in the future to have a more distinct label to protect 
himself. 


MR. WALTER LONG AND TUBERCULOSIS. 


Our contemporary, Ze Meat Trades Journal, discusses 
in its last issue the Minister for Agriculture’s hopeless 
failure. 

‘Tn his capacity of President of the Board of Agriculture, 
the Right Hon. W. H. Long was one of the brilliant com- 
pany that assembled at Sudbury last week to hear Professor 
Delépine discourse on tuberculosis. Amongst other 
interesting things the learned professor told those present 
that . 

“* After the age of three—that is, as soon as cows be- 
come useful for breeding and dairy purposes—it is not an 
exaggeration to say that more than half of them are under 
the present conditions doomed to become tuberculous ; and 
of this half a certain proportion will rapidly reach the 
wasting stage, after which they will lose much of their 
value, if not the whole, as beef producers Mow a young 
cow with slight tuberculosis, properly fattened, has a very 
good value as beef. Were it sold to the butchers at the 
proper time and replaced by another cow free from 
tuberculosis, the immediate loss to the farmer 
would be the difference between the price of the 
beef and of the milking cow. But had the farmer 
waited longer he would have had a possible loss due to the 
diminished quantity and the lowered quality of the milk ; 
and when ultimately he found it necessary to have the cow 
slaughtered on account of advancing tuberculosis, the 
value of the cow as beef would have considerably diminished 
or entirely vanished. In addition to this, each tuberculous 
cow is capable of infecting a number of other healthy 
animals. Therefore, by having his cattle slaughtered as soon. 
as tuberculosis becomes evident, the farmer ts exposed to an 
immediate loss, which ts probably smaller than the prospective 
loss he would incur did he keep the tuberculous animals, 

‘““The italics are ours. Likewise the statement that 
although butchers innumerable have been fined and 
imprisoned for being in possession of a_ tuberculous 
carcase no one has ever heard of a dairyman being fined for 
having a living one capable of disseminating disease at 
every pore. | Mr Long was quite as ‘sympathetic.’ as his 
predecessor in office, nay, he was actually funny, remarking 
amid ‘laughter’ that he would not mind _ paying 
compensation for a couple of years to farmers who 


slaughtered cattle that were diseased, and leave to 











his successor. ip ‘taal of sending farmers’ to. een who 
had any diseased cows on their premises. Will Mr. 
Long tells us where the laughter comes in, and distinguist i 


between the responsibility encountered in sending a farmer 


to prison, as compared with that in sending a butcher? 
We thought at one time—prior to his return for West 
Derby—that Mr. Long was really sympathetic, and under- 
stood the position in which butchers are placed; but times. 
are altered now, and he is evidently trying at one and the 
same time to play with the hare and hunt with the hounds. 
The old Chaplinite fable about getting an _ order 
to slaughter human beings before tuberculosis could 
be stamped out was exploded long ago, and it seems — 
absurd to revive it again under such circumstances. In the 
face of the recommendations of two Royal Commissions ~ 
and the testimony of the highest scientific authorities in | 
Europe, the law of England permits farmers and cow- — 
keepers to enjoy all the profit they can out of tuberculous — 
animals, but the moment it is sold to a butcher (on the 
recommendation of veterinary surgeons) it becomes a penal j 
offence to have possession of same. Mr. Long may find 
it expedient to trim his speech to suit agricultural 
audiences such as that assembled under Lord Vernon’s— 
roof ; but he must not forget that farmers up till now have 
suffered nothing and Jost nothing by tuberculosis seizures, — 
while butchers are daily made the victims of ‘legalised — 
robbery.’ Zhe culpability of being accessory before the fact 
to such criminal conduct ts shared about equally between the 
Presidents of the Board of Agriculture and the Local — 
Government Board.” 
We agree with Zhe Meat Trades Journal, and hope no ~ 
future Parliament will find this incapable minister amongst — 
its members. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


MILKMEN AND WARRANTIES. 


To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION. 


In your issue of September 24th, you report two cases — 
of milk adulteration at Plymouth where defendants were 
fined £3 and costs. In each case the magistrate made 
some strong remarks ve warranties. It was said during the 
hearing that although it was possible for defendants to get 
from the wholesale dealer a warranty that the milk was 
absolutely pure, he supposed that there was not one in a 
hundred small dealers who knew that fact. ‘The Bench said 
they had stated again and again the necessity for all dealers 
in milk to get a written warranty from the persons from ~ 
whom they bought the milk. If they chose to neglect this 
precaution they must take the consequences. From these ~ 
remarks one would infer that were a warranty obtained from 
the farmer or wholesale dealer, the retail dealers will steer 
clear of any fine or costs if caught with adulterated milk in 
their possession. Such a state of law (if it is law) would he © 
utterly absurd, for according to this a retailer would simply 
have to obtain a warranty and then could adulterate or take 
away the fat with impunity, and if caught throw the blame 
on the wholesale dealer or farmer under cover of this 
warranty. I myself obtain a warranty label with every con- 
signment I receive. According to the magistrates at 
Plymouth, and several other places, if I were found with 
adulterated milk in my possession I should simply have to 
produce my warranty and the blame would fall on the 
farmer. I might say the only value I place in my warranty 
labels is, they give the quantity and act as a check, and 
probably in some cases keep farmers right where they might 
do wrong, as the wording on the labels is very strong, 
although if thoroughly tested are no value whatever as a 
warranty for the milk.—Respectfully yours, 

Henry DEan, 
' Dairyman, Hightown, Manchester, 
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Bervous DISEASES. 


" nes E. Lockwoop has contributed a very 
nt paper to the WV. Y. Medical Journal on the study 
hol, tobacco, coffee, and tea as causative factors in 
oduction of nervous diseases, and we here give his 
usions in reference to coffee and tea. 

‘Coffee is the seed of the coffee plant (Coffea Arabica), 
d-sized shrub or small tree, and is contained in the 
the plant, which is an oblong, rounded, scarlet or 
slightly juicy berry, with a thin, fleshy mesocatp 
apery endocarp inclosing the two seeds. The seeds 
the coffee of commerce. This shrub is a native of 
ical Africa, where it grows very extensively on both 
and far into the interior. It is also cultivated in 
warm parts of the earth, especially .in Java and 


“The earliest knowledge of coffee came from Arabia, 
here it was introduced from Abyssinia at least four 
dred years ago. ‘The employment of coffee as a 
everage was introduced from Arabia in the sixteenth 
sentury into Egypt and Constantinople. Leonhard 
‘anwolf, a German physician, was probably the first to 
nake coffee known in Europe by the account of travels 
inted in 1 573. The first coffee-house was established in 
London in 1652, and in Paris in 1672. When we con- 
ider that 643,234,766 pounds of coffee, valued at 
A ,599,880 dols., were imported into this country in 1895, 
and a consumption er capita of 9°22 pounds, we realise the 
universality of its use and the importance of a clear under- 
st anding of the article and its physiological action. 

_ The average composition of unroasted coffee is: 


Caffeine 08 
 Legumin Cot 
Gum and sugar 15°5 
Caffeotannic and caffeic acids 5'0 

Fat and volatile oil ... 13°0 
Pe fibre 34°0 

Ash . per 6°7 
Water 22°0 


“'The chemical pormnontiion varies soten Hat after 
roasting ; unroasted coffee contains caffeine, and a kind of 
fannin called caffeotannic acid. During roasting a part of 
the caffeine is volatilised, and an empyreumatic substance 
called caffeon is developed. 
“According to the article in the Zzternational Cyclopedia, 
vol. iv., coffee owes its exhilarating and refreshing pro- 
perties to the presence of three substances in the roasted 
bean : 
. Caffeine, which occurs in the roasted bean to the 
E tent of from three quarters to one per cent. 
* “2. A volatile oil, which is not present in the raw bean, 
but Raich is developed during the process of roasting to 
he extent of only one part to fifty thousand of the roasted 
coffee 
_ 3, Astringent acids resembling tannic acid, called 
caffeotannic and caffeic acids. 
“According to T. Lauder Brunton, the action of 
coffee is somewhat like that of caffeine, but differs from it 
in some respects inasmuch as the caffeon increases the 
peristaltic movements of the intestine and causes, indeed, 
tetanic contraction of it. While caffeine does not alter 
peristaltic movements, caffeon quickens the pulse, dilates the 
vessels and lowers the blood-pressure, and produces a 
sensation of warmth on the surface. In some persons 
coffee produces a feeling of weight in the abdomen and a 
tendency to hemorrhoids. As tea has not this action, or 
has it to only a comparatively slight extent, it is probably 
due to the combined action of the caffeine and caffeon. 
As to the physiological effects of caffeine, Dr. G. E. de 
_ Schweinitz classifies theine and caffeine as drugs which are 
nervous stimulants in physiological and nervous depressants 
in toxic dose. Dr. T. Lauder Brunton gives the following 
as the physiological effects of caffeine : 
*r. Its effects on oxidation are to hasten it. 
“2. Action on the muscles: In small doses it increases 











muscular work, and causes the muscle to recover rapidly 
after exhaustion. 

‘3. On the spinal cord it has the effect of lessening 
the conducting power of the sensory columns of the cord. 
This was proved by Bennet, who found that, while irrita- 
tion of the posterior roots of the cord caused violent 
struggles and loud cries before the injection of caffeine 
into the circulation, similar irritation after injection caused 
only a slight quiver, and this effect was not due to motor 
paralysis, as shown by the fact that irritation of the anterior 
columns caused violent muscular contractions after the 
injection as well as before it. 

**T have given the demonstration in full, as I notice in 
the article on caffeine in Fosters mcyclopedic Medical 
Dictionary it is stated that caffeine heightens the reflex 
activity of the spinal cord. 

“4. On the brain: It is probable that tea and coffee 
cause local dilatations of the arteries supplying the brain, 
and possibly caffeine may increase the mental powers by a 
direct action on the brain tissue itself. 

“5. On the accelerating centre the stimulating effect 
of caffeine is evidenced by the injection of the drug after 
previous section of the vagi, rendering the pulse still more 
rapid than before. 

“6. On the vasomotor centre stimulation is evidenced 
by a rise of blood-pressure, which disappears on section 
of the spinal cord below the medulla, and does not occur if 
the cord has been divided before injecting the drug. 





“7. On the cardiac muscle caffeine acts as a stimulant, 
as is shown by increased energy of contraction, the rate of 
pulsation remaining the same or becoming slower. 

“8. As a diuretic caffeine acts on the secreting nerves 
or secreting cells of the kidney itself, causing an increase 
of water excreted. 

‘9, Its action on the respiratory centre is to increase the 


respiration. 

“to, ‘Ihe salivary secretion appears sometimes to be 
increased. 

“tz. On the peristaltic action of the intestine it has 


little action, but it causes the intestinal veins to become 
much dilated and appears to cause hemorrhoids, 

“‘y2, The temperature is not altered by small doses of 

caffeine, but is increased by large. doses. 

“As regards heat production and tissue metamorphosis, 
the investigations of Dr. Edward T. Reichert on the action 
of caffeine on tissue metamorphosis and heat phenomena 
are of great interest. His conclusions are that caffeine 
increases heat production, and as a corollary increases 
destructive tissue metamorphosis, and therefore concludes 
that the virtues of coffee in the wear and tear of active life 
are entirely subjective and depend upon a general excitation 
of the higher tissues, and chiefly upon its powerful exhi- 
larant action on the mental processes. He also says 


that the assumed ability of coffee to replace food 
or to increase the power for work without corre- 
sponding tissue destruction is consequently entirely 
deceptive, and the conditions produced by it are 


comparable to those observed at times in the insane, in 
hysteria, or in fright, when the individual may be capable 
of performing prodigious eats of strength and endurance, 
but nevertheless at the direct expense of his tissues. 

The toxic action of coffee and caffeine on persons 
easily susceptible to their influence, or in toxic amounts, is 
confined exclusively, so far as we know, to over-stimulation 
or functional depression of the various nerve-centres and 
some local irritation of the stomach and bowels. 

Caffeine, according to Dr. Brunton, causes at first 
stimulation and subsequently paralysis of nerve-centres in 
cerebrum, cord, and medulla. 

“ As to its action on the muscles, voluntary and in- 
voluntary, caffeine in small doses has a restorative action, 
while in large doses it is a powerful poison. 

“From its stimulant action on the brain, caffeine in 
doses of two to eight grains sometimes causes heaviness of 
the head, flashes of light before the eyes, ringing in the 
ears, loss of sleep, great restlessness, and delirium. 

(Zo be continued.) 















LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE AMENDMENT OF THE FOOD | 


AND DRUGS ACTS. 
By Joun Linpsay, 


Interim Clerk and Solicitor to the Corporation of Glasgow 
(Police Department). 


(Concluded from page 1102.) 


The proposed Bill of Mr. Kearley further provided, as 
regards this invoice warranty, that if the original defendant 
gave notice to the prosecutor that he intended to found 
upon the defence of invoice warranty, together with the 
name and address of the person giving the alleged warranty, 
and also summoned before the Court the person upon 
whose warranty he so relied, and proved that he himself 
did not tamper with the goods, he should be discharged, 
and the prosecutor should be entitled to proceed 
against the giver of the warranty, and, if proved that 
such warranty was false, the person who gave the same 
should be held guilty of an offence under the Act. 
This, in my opinion, would practically mean that in every 
case there would be a double t ial, because it may 
safely be assumed that in every case an invoice would accom- 
pany or immediately follow the delivery of the goods. The 
result would be that, as regards the retailer, the Act would 
practically become a dead letter. There would then be no 
reason whatever for the retailer troubling himself in the 
matter of giving assistance to the authorities in detecting 
adulteration of food and drugs, if he were safeguarded with 
his invoice, and could prove, which it would be difficult for 
a wholesale merchant, and almost impossible for a public 
prosecutor, to disprove, that he did not tamper with the 
goods. If, as here suggested, power was given, as in the 
case of milk, to stop the goods at the point of delivery, or 
when in transit to the retailer, then assistance would be got 
from the honest retailer, who suspected adulteration, in 
aiding the authorities to punish the wholesale merchant, 
who had forwarded adulterated goods. If, however, they 
were then found pure, the wholesale merchant would be 
freed; if they were subsequently found tampered with, 
the retailer would not be scathless. Another consequence 
of giving effect to an invoice being regarded as a 


warranty would be that many Local Authorities, because of. 


the worry, trouble, and expense involved in a double trial, 
would, wherever possible, avoid the enforcement of the 
Act. The retailer can, if he “chooses, get a proper 
warranty, and if, from carelessness or otherwise, he chooses 
not to do so, surely the consumer should not be without 
remedy. 

I regret to think that the Select Committee re- 
commended that an invoice should be, with certain 
slight modifications, regarded as an equivalent to a 
warranty ; but their only reason for that recommendation 
was the precedent in the Margarine Act. But that prece- 
dent was confined to that’ Act, and only provided that 
for any offence committed thereunder, as regards margarine 
by a retailer, he should be acquitted if he proved that he 
had a written warranty or invoice of the article as butter ; 
and in all my experience as Prosecutor under the Margarine 
Act in the City of Glasgow I have never come across a case 
under that Act where, in answer to a complaint thereunder, 
this defence of invoice warranty was set up. More than 
that, in all my reading of such prosecutions throughout the 
country, I never read of such a case; and, while I do not 
desire to be unduly suspicious of the retail merchant, that 
surely points to this, that the adulteration of all articles of 
food is certainly not confined, as alleged by the retailer 
and his friends, to the wholesale merchant or manufacturer. 
Oppose, therefore, 1 urge on you, to the uttermost, the 
substitution of a bare and bald invoice for a clear and 
distinct warranty. 

Section 27 deals with “ Punishment for forging certificate 
or warranty ; for wilful misapplication of warranty ; for false 
warranty; and for false label.” ‘This section would, in any 
case, require to be amended, so as to define and specify. the 
procedure competent to secure the conviction and punish- 
ment of a wholesale firm, or manufacturer having his Zocus 
in a distant part of any of the three kingdoms—in other 


| be made amenable to the Scotch courts, and vice versa. 


_to which I would direct your attention is the third, whose 








words, should onde how an orate Mes or an Irish firm is to 
As regards the Amending Act of 1879, the only Section 


rubric is “Officer, inspector, or constable may obtain a 
sample of milk at the place of delivery to submit to analyst.” 4 
The observation I have to submit thereon is that alrea 
urged, that the provisions of that section at present applid 
cable only to milk dealers and farmers should be extended 
to all wholesale merchants and manufacturers sending food 
or drugs to retailers. 

That observation, if given effect to, would enable the 
authorities to have an effective control over both the retail 
and the wholesale merchant,-and would give the Local 
Authority, in endeavouring to reach the real offenders, the. 
benefit of the assistance of the honest merchant, whether he — 
is the retail or the wholesale one, as against the dishonest 
one. : 

As regards Zhe Matern Act, I would direct your 
attention to Section 6 thereof, whose rubric is “ Marking of 
Cases.” I would suggest that this section should be 
amended to the effect of providing that the paper wrapper 
in which the margarine is to be delivered shall have printed 
thereon, as therein required, the word “ margarine,” but 
that word alone. It has been held by our High Court of 
Justiciary that if the word “margarine” was printed, as 
required by that section, on the wrapper, there was nothing 
to prevent the retailer printing the names of a dozen other 
articles of food on the same wrapper, although the intention 
of the Act was that by printing the word “ margarine” it 
was to be an intimation to the purchaser that what he was 
receiving was margarine. ‘Thus, in the case in question, it 
might have been any one of the dozen enumerated articles, 
and one of the Judges (Lord Young), who dissented from, 
or at least dernurred to, the decision, said that it might 
mean that the dealer would have conformed to the Act if, 
by having regard to the size of the print of the word 

“margarine, ’ > he made the intimation read ‘“ This is not 
margarine.” 

In the private Bill already referred to, effect was pro- 
posed to be given to the above suggestion, but a further 
provision should be made, as was suggested by the Cor- 
poration of Glasgow, on that private Bill, so as to meet a 
difficulty that arises, that margarine, if kept in any part of a 
shop or premises for sale by retail, should be held to be 
exposed for sale. Some merchants keep their margarine 
under counters, in back shelves, or in the back parts of 
shops, sell it from there, and coolly but unsuccessfully, so 
far as Glasgow is concerned, set up a cetaD Ge that the 
margarine was not exposed for sale. 

It is also suggested, as regards this section, Fiat a clause 
should be inserted dispensing with the necessity of analysis 
where the contravention is simply neglecting to label the 
kit or parcel of margarine, when it is admitted by the seller 
at the time that the article is margarine. It is provided in 
Clause 9 of Section 33 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, which regulates the procedure under the Margarine 
Act, that ‘‘every penalty may be recovered at the instance 
of the person who caused the analysis to be made.” Thus, 
an analysis is necessary to found a prosecution by an 
inspector, and hence, in the great majority of cases under 
the Margarine Act, unnecessary expenses are incurred by 
analysis, which bave to be paid by the defenders, and this 
has been the subject of comment on several occasions by 
sheriffs and other judges. 

The foregoing views I submit to you as tending, if 
given effect to, to defeat the aims and objects of the 
unscrupulous and dishonest, and at the same time to protect 
the legitimate interests of the consumers—the public. 
They are not put before you in any captious or haphazard 
way, but as the result of an every-day experience of the 
working of the Acts, which has disclosed wherein the weak’ 
nesses and defects lie. Having put the suggestions before 
you my duty at this Congress ends ; yours, however, does 
not. If the suggestions made, or any of them, commend 
themselves to you, adopt them, and do what you can to 
have legislative effect given thereto. 
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_MAGISTRATES AND ROTTEN “MEAT EXTRACT ” 
MAKERS. 


DisGusTING as have been the many revelations as to 
the kind of meat used by some makers of sausages, table 
delicacies, and cheap extracts of meat, we doubt if there 
has ever been known an instance more revolting than that 
recently brought to light by the zealous Bermondsey Chief 
Inspector, Mr. Henry Thomas. 

No less than thirteen tons of slimy, diseased and putrid 


livers of various animals were seized and condemned to be | 
destroyed, the magistrate, Mr. Fenwick, declaring that any- | 
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thing so filthy and abominable he had never seen before. 
The owners of this horrible stuff were cited to appear at 
Southwark, on October 6th, before Mr. Fordham, when 
Mr. Alfred Ashley, of 456, Hackney Road, was sum- 
moned as the vendor of forty-four barrels of the livers ; Mr. 
Falle Geary, of 573, Mansion House Chambers, Bucklers- 
bury, was summoned as trading under the name of Ruffin 
and Co., of 53, Fort Road, Bermondsey, upon whose 
premises the forty-four barrels were seized ; and Dr. Charles 
Sureties, of 229, New Kent Road, was summoned for 
having in his possession, at 23, Salisbury Street, Bermondsey, 
thirty-four barrels of the said livers. ‘The summonses were 
under the Public Health Acts, and they charged the defen- 
dants with intending to prepare for human food articles 
which were unwholesome and unfit. It was also alleged 
that they were in that condition when sold by one defen- 
dant to another.—The prosecution was conducted by Mr. 
Horace Avory, instructed by Mr. F. Ryall, vestry clerk, 
Mr. George Elliott appeared for the defendant Ashley, Mr. 
Muir for Geary, or Ruffin and Co., and Mr. W. Edwin 
(solicitor) for Sureties. 

The case against the defendant Geary was first opened, 
the others being adjourned.—Mr. Avory said the condition 
of putrefaction in which the livers were found when seized 
upon the defendant’s premises showed that they had been 
decomposed for weeks. ‘They were immersed in a solution 
of salt and borax, which would not preserve them in a 
sound state, but would serve to conceal decomposition, 
while actually helping to make them poisonous. This 
terrible stuff was to be made into a meat extract, which was 
recommended for the use of invalids; and but for the 
seizure horrible consequences might have ensued. ‘There 
was also evidence that many of the livers were diseased, 
besides being putrid. The vestry felt it their duty to give 
warning to the public not to use any meat extract which 
was made from livers, and to ask the Court to impose a 
substantial penalty. 

Dr. Dixon, medical officer of health, said the livers were 
wholly rotten in all cases, and in some cases they had 
decomposed into a brown juice. Zhey must have been 
bad for several weeks. They exuded a peculiarly offensive 
and sickly odour. The manufacture of meat extract was being 
carried on at the time. l.ivers were being put into bags 
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pieces. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Muir: He had no ‘scientific 
data for his opinion that the livers had been decomposed 


They were first cut up in small 


for weeks ; ; but it was a common-sense view. Of course, 


hot weather would expedite the process. 
Chief-inspector Thomas said that he had been keeping 


observation upon the defendant’s premises for some time. 


When he called the attention of the defendant’s manager to 
the condition of the livers in the barrels, the reply was, 
“ They’re all right.” Witness said, “‘ But look at the slime 
upon them,” and the manager answered, ‘ Ok, we always 
wash them before making them into extract.” There were 


- some empty barrels, which were also slimy, and smelt badly. 


Witness saw a quantity of tins and bottles containing extract, 
and labelled “* Bouvinus,” which was described as “ pure 
extract of meat.” The witness produced a penny bottle, 
and Mr. Avory observed that everything bovine had become 
so common that a new departure was made by the word 
* Bouvinus,” 

' Mr. Muir asked the magistrate to allow him to see the 
bottle. 

The magistrate remarked that the label did not include 
the name of the manufacturer, and asked whether Mr. 
Muir proposed to taste the extract. 

Mr. Muir: If your decision depends upon it I will. 

The Magistrate: My decision will not depend upon 
what you do. 

Mr. Avory: Nor upon what you say. (A laugh.) 

The witness, Mr. Thomas, cross-examined by Mr. Muir, 
said every assistance was given him by the defendant’s 
manager, except that he was doth fo disclose Mr. Geary’s 
name. Probably he was unwilling to give Mr. Geary pain. 
(Laughter.) He produced a card of “ Ruffin and Co., 
manufacturers of preserved provisions, soups, and all kinds 
of table delicacies.” 

The Magistrate: I should like to know whether other 
meats were found upon the premises besides livers. 

Witness : No. 

The Magistrate: Where was the raw material for all 
kinds of table delicacies ? 

Witness : There was nothing but the livers. 

The Magistrate : I did not know that livers were capable 
of so many uses. 

Mr. Bodmer, public analyst, said the liguid in which 
the livers were immersed was poisonous. It contained 
nine per cent. of borax, and about the same amount of 
salt, 

This was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Muir, for the defence, said his client was unaware 
of the condition of the livers, but was answerable, of course, 
for the acts of his manager, who came with an excellent 
character from Brand & Co., the largest makers of meat 
extract in London, and who denied that any bad livers were 
actually used, or that he knew they were bad. The defen- 
dant was an accountant in the City, who was promoting a 
company to place upon the market a meat-extract which 
should be at once stimulating, nutritive, and palatable, and 
he and his syndicate had invested £25,000 in experiments, 
which had led to the discovery of such a substance. Un- 
fortunately their works were burnt down in April, 1897, and 
the defendant purchased the premises of Ruffin & Co., 
who were in liquidation, as.a suitable place in which to con- 
tinue his experiments. He would have destroyed the bad 
livers immediately had their condition been made known to 
him. Counsel therefore contended that the mere possession 
of such stuff was not sufficient to convict the defendant, 
who had no intention of using it for the preparation of 
human food. 

Mr. Avory replied that the deposit of the goods on the 
defendant’s premises was sufficient. 
| | The magistrate said the point need not be argued. He 
should form his judgment upon the general circumstances 
and nature of the business. 

Mr. Muir protested against the idea that pigs’ livers 
were unfit for making meat extract. These were pigs’ 
livers, grown in Ireland, exported to Hamburg for making 
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a good flavouring for the extract. 
to his manager, not being an expert himself, _ He took no ~ 
active part. 





German’ sausages, and the supply Kine i in excess of the 


German demand they were then sent over to England. — 


‘The defendant bought them at a fair price, 27s. 6d. per j 


barrel. ; 
The defendant said he was Reed that the cers made. 
He left the whole thing © 


The Magistrate: You found the capital and took. the 
profits, if any? } 

Witness: It was not a question of profits but of ex-— 
periments. 

The Magistrate: Rather a large experiment with fifty 
barrels of liver. You used eighteen barrels, you know. I 
suppose you would do something with the product. 

Witness: Yes, it would fetch something if it was not 
quite good enough for our extract; but, so far, we have 
not sold any. ‘‘ Bouvinus” has nothing to do with us. 

The defendant’s manager, Dodwell, said his instructions 
were only to use the very best materials. 

Cross-examined: Zhe meat extract from the livers was 
to be blended with Australian, Chicago, and Argentine 
extract, in order to make a perfect blend. A large quantity 
of extract was now stored at the factory, but so far no 
blending had been done, beyond.a few samples. He had 
been using pigs’ livers four months, but had never used 
any bad ones, and would not do so. He did not tell 
Mr. Thomas that the bad livers were ‘all right,” but he did 
say that the slime was always washed off before boiling, 

By the Magistrate: The experiments with pigs’ livers 
were now discontinued. 

Mr. Avory: But tt 7s admitted that but for the seizure 
the stuff would have been put upon the market ? 

Mr. Ryall: Yes; his solicitor admitted that to the vestry 
committee. 

Another of the defendant’s managers, named Whitbread, 
said he had previously worked for Brand and for Mason, 
both meat extractors, but had no experience of pigs’ livers 
until he entered Mr. Geary’s service. He thought that in~ 
a salt and borax pickle they ought to keep good a month. — 

A clerk, named Roberts, said the defendant Ashley 
bought fifty-nine barrels of salted livers from Hamburg at 
Al 1s. per barrel. 

Mr. W. Murdoch, merchant, said he dealt in salted pigs 
livers, American and Irish. The market price was about 
23S. a tierce. 

The magistrate said he had no hesitation in convicting 
the defendant. It was a very bad case. To make extract 
from such absolute filth was an offence requiring the 
severest punishment, and he proposed to fine the defendant 
4220, or £5 for each of the forty-four barrels. 

Mr. Avory said the penalty appeared to be limited to 
450 by the statute. Zhe magistrate thereupon fined the 
defendant £50, and £50 costs. 

In the face of the above evidence we have no hesitation 
in stating that the sentence is a public scandal. Company 
promoters and syndicates who can spend £25,000 in | 
experiments, and who are prepared to put such abominable 
filth on the market, can afford to laugh at £50 fine and | 
£50 costs. Such a sentence is no punishment whatever to 
wealthy users of rotten meat. The magistrate had it in his 
power to inflict six months imprisonment with hard labour, 
and if ever there was a case in which imprisonment was — 
merited, this surely was one. We do not understand the 
tenderness displayed by magistrates and judges to diseased 
meat vendors. A starving wretch who steals a loaf is 
promptly sent to prison, whilst persons guilty of the most 
disgusting offences and whose acts may spread disease and ~ 
death broadcast are in scores of cases encouraged by the law, 
as witness the recent instance of the large draper who fed 
his “boarded in” assistants on diseased meat from his 
farm. Without inclining to the Mikado’s view of ‘“some- 
thing lingering with boiling oil in it,” we certainly think 
that six months’ hard labour or a touch of the cat would in 
this Bermondsey case fit the crime better than the fine 
inflicted. £50 fines are absurd in cases of attempted 
wholesale poisoning. 








FOOD AND SANITATION. 








WATER AT SPIRIT PRICE. 
THE PUBLICAN AND THE INSPECTOR. 


Ar ‘Market Rasen, on October 6th, Wm. Hodgson, of 
the “Gordon Arms,” Market Rasen, was charged under 


ee 


the Food and Drugs Act in selling adulterated gin. De- 


wanted a pint of gin. 


_ stances. 


saw the barmaid, and he asked for Mr. 


_ fendant pleaded guilty, with a little extenuation of circum- 
It was an entire mistake on his part.—Inspector 
Holmes stated that when he went to purchase the gin he 
Hodgson. She 
fetched him out of the yard, and witness told him he 
He went out fora measure, and 
‘when he came back he put the measure under the keg 


} tap. He then noticed the measure was half-full of gin. He 


; 


_ under the keg tap again he noticed it was still quarter full. . 


told him he wanted it out of the keg. He then took the 


measure back and brought it again, and when he put it 


_ Witness told him if he would not supply him with a sample 


out of the keg he wouid have to take the consequences. ~ 


_ He did get the sample out of the keg eventually, an analysis 


of which was handed up to the Bench. The sample con- 


tained 53.8 per cent. of water.— Defendant repeated that it 


was an entire mistake on his part in regard to making up 
the spirit—a mistake in the measurement when he put it up. 


| —Fined 41 and 4s. 6d. costs. 


AT Cheltenham Mrs. Emma Mansell, licensee of the 
Old Swan Hotel, was summoned on the information of P.S. 


_ Cooper, who alleged that she sold him a pint of whiskey on 
_ the 6th September, that only contained 66 per cent. proof 
_-whiskey, being 34 degrees under proof instead of 25 degrees 


‘as required by section 6 of the Scales, Food and Drugs 


Amendment Act, 1879. 
Mr. Hilton Jessop appeared for the defendant, who 
pleaded guilty. 

PS. Cooper proved the case, having bought a pint of 
whiskey at the defendant’s hotel, which he sealed in her 
presence. 

Mr. Jessop, for the defence, said his client expressed 
great regret for the unfortunate mistake, the whiskey when 
supplied to her was 20 per cent. over proof, and her daughter 
did the breaking up. In future the defendant would 
undertrke to engage a competent man to do it.—Fined £1 
and £1 os. 8d. costs. 

JoHN WorSLEY PARADISE, Fleece Hotel, was summoned 
on the same information with respect to whisky con- 
taining only 69 per cent. of proof spirit. 

Mr. A. Lamb appeared for the defendant who pleaded 


guilty. 


b. S. Cooper said that at twelve o’clock noon on the day 


in question he purchased a pint of whisky, which the 


county analyst had since examined and found to contain 
only 69 per cent. of proof spirit. 

Alice Gardiner, manageress at the Fleece Hotel, said 
she was in the habit of seeing the spirit which was in the 
decanter was used for cleaning purposes and not for sale, 
and being away that day was not present when the sale 
took place. As soon as witness heard of it she immediately 
went to the police station and explained the circumstances 


_ to Inspector Parker. 


John Worsley Paradise, landlord of the Fleece Hotel, 
said he personally supervised the spirit which was drawn for 
sale. The latter should have been drawn from a tap which 
could not be tampered with. As a rule the whisky sold 
was several degrees higher in proof than the law required.— 
The bench fined the defendant’ £1 and £1 2s. 8d. costs, 
but the Chairman said the Bench thought that the landlord 
had nothing to do with the deficiency. 

-Epitn Darsy, of Lansdown Hotel, Cheltenham, 
was summoned for selling whisky which contained only 70 
per cent. 

In this case Mr. Dighton appeared for defendant, who 
pleaded guilty.—P.S. Cooper stated the case, and detendant 
was fined £1 and costs. 


STOUT ADULTERATION, 
At Clerkenwell, on October t1oth, George Kenway, of 
185, Hemingford Road, Barnsbury, was summoned for 

















Inland 
Revenue officer, proved taking a sample of stout, brewed by 


diluting beer on August 8th. James Phillips, 


Meux and Co. Upon analysis it proved to be diluted to 


‘the extent of 13 gallons to the barrel of 36 gallons. Mr. 


Maitland, for the defence, said the barman had put ale of 
equal quality into this stout. No water was put in. 
Mr. Horace Smith imposed a fine of £5, with £2 6s. 
costs. 


MILK. 
AN INVETERATE MILK ADULTERATOR. 


FREDERICK BILLINGS, of 196, Uxbridge-road, Shep- 


herd’s Bush, was again before the Marylebone Court at the 
instance of Inspector Parker, for selling milk at Artesian- 
road, Bayswater, on the 7th ult., which had been adulterated 
by the addition of added water to the extent of 27 per cent. 
—Mr. Dennis, for Mr. Hortin, prosecuted for the Padding- 
ton Vestry. 

The defendant pleaded guilty to the charge. —Sergeant 
Brooks, chief warrant officer, said the defendant was con- 
victed of a similar offence at this court last month, and was 
fined tos., with 12s. 6d. costs.—Mr. Dennis produced a 
certificate to show that the defendant had been convicted 
three times for a like offence at Kensington.—Mr. Curtis 
Bennett fined the defendant #10 with 2s. costs, or in 
default two months’ imprisonment.—The defendant, who 
looked much surprised at the decision, being without 
the money was removed to the cell. 

At Guildhall, London, on October 7th, Thomas 
Jones, 3, Fore Street, was summoned for selling a pint of 
milk to which 14 per cent. of water had been added. Mr. 
Vickery (Assistant City Solicitor) prosecuted. Evidence 
having been given by Inspector Hills, who produced the 
certificate of the analyst, Mr. Ricketts, jun., said the 
defendant sold the milk just as he received it. The pre- 
sent was, he wished to point out, a record year, and unless 
cows were fed with oilcake and other nourishment the 
milk would be poor. Moreover, it must be remembered 
that the Act of Parliament fixed no standard in regard to 
milk adulteration. That was fixed by the public analysts, 
and was thesame for all the seasons. The Alderman: 


’ Are you going to call scientific evidence? Mr. Ricketts: 


No; the expense would be too great for the defendant. 
The Alderman: I can only deal with the case according to 
the evidence before me, and shall impose a fine of 45. 

THomas WAKLING, of 5, Maidenhead Court, Alders- 
gate Street, was summoned for selling a pint of milk 
which, according to the analyst’s report, had 33 per cent of 
added water. The defendant declared that he sold the 
milk just as he received it. The Alderman: Well, taking 
all the circumstances into consideration, I shalt fine you 
#3, and 4s. costs. 

WILLIAM Jarvis, Handsley’s Callow Park Hak Co., 
was summoned by the Islington Vestry for selling as pure 
milk an article to which the public analyst certified that 11 
per cent. of water was added. Dr. Whyte prosecuted, and 
Mr. Jarvis conducted his own defence. Sanitary-inspector 
Watson proved the purchase, and the certificate testified to 
the remainder. But for the defence a warranty was pro- 
duced, and a long line of witnesses called to declare that 
the milk had not been tampered with in transit between the 
farmer and the Wall Street depot. The milk carrier swore 
that he had not adulterated the milk, and Mr. Cluer 
decided that the defence had prevailed. Dr. Whyte said it 
had not been clearly shown that the milk had not been 
tampered with since it left the consignor, but Mr. Cluer 
replied that it would be absurd to call every railway 
employee who had seen these churns to prove that they had 
not been tampered with. It was proved that the defendant 
had sold the milk in the same condition that he had 
received it. Mr. Jarvis wished to say more on the subject, 
but Mr. Cluer told him that, not being a solicitor or a 
barrister, he could do no more than call evidence. He 
must not make speeches. But he would say that he had 
drawn his inferences from the seemingly careful manner in 
which the defendant had conducted his business, Summons 
dismissed, 
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At Greenwich, Messrs. Charles and Ethelbert Mico 
trading as Hiscock Brothers, dairymen, High Street, Plum-_ 
stead, were summoned by the Greenwicn District Board of 


Works for selling milk adulterated with 11 per cent. of 


added water.—Mr. Vivian Orchard called evidence on 


_behalf of the board, and one of the defendants said the milk 
_was sold just as it was received from a dairy company. — 


Mr. Kennedy fined the defendants £3 and 2s. costs. 

AT West Ham, Ruth Quigley, a milk dealer, of 18, 
Greengate Street, Plaistow, was summoned before Mr. 
Baggallay for selling milk which, on analysis, proved to be 
adulterated with 33 per cent. of added water. Mr. F. 
Stern, for the defendant, said he must admit that the 
adulteration was large, but the circumstances were peculiar. 
Mrs. Quigley had only been in business seven months, and 
the contractor from whom she bought it would not give a 
warranty. When the sample had been taken the milk had 
only been in the house a few minutes. 
and 24s. costs. 

FREDERICK H. GINGER, a milk contractor, of Epping, 
was summoned for consigning to a customer milk which, 
on analysis, was found to be adulterated with 9 per cent. of 
added water.—The defendant had a contract to supply a 
dairyman at Stratford, and on August 26th one or two of 
his churns were sampled at Stratford railway station.— 
Defendant said the second churn was pure, and suggested 
carelessness on the part of his man.—He was fined 43, 
and 21s. 6d. costs. 

For similar offences, John Hipwell, of The Portway, 
West Ham (15 per cent.), was fined £5 and costs; Charles 
Henry Carter, of Ham Park Road, Stratford (11 per cent.), 


43 and costs; and Frederick Parker, of 53, Western Street, 


Stratford (26 per cent.), 45 and costs. 





ROTTEN CONDENSED MILK. 


At Southwark, on October 7th, before Mr. Slade, 
Abraham Joseps, of 68, New Cut, was summoned at the 
instance of the Lambeth Vestry for having 88 cases of 
upwholesome condensed milk deposited for sale at a stable, 
5, Little Windmill Street, New Cut. Mr. Bodkin prosecuted 
on behalf of the Vestry, and Mr. Geoghegan defended.— 


Mr. Bodkin said the proceedings were taken under section 


47 of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, and the 
circumstances of the case were as follows : 
or other a Mr. Freedman, a general dealer, heard that the 
defendant had a quantity of tins of condensed milk for sale, 
and on August 24th he bought 50 cases from Josephs for 
45 16s. 6d., each case containing about 7o tins of 
the condensed milk. Mr. Freedman noticed that the lids of 
cases were smudged with blacking, and on closer examination 
saw that the words ‘ Blown tins, not to be used in any 
case for human food,” had been obliterated. The cases 
were opened, and Mr. Freedman found that the milk 
was bad. He then went to Josephs and asked for the 
return of the purchase-money, and on August 26th gave 
information to the vestry. Mr. Jackson, an_ inspector, 
visit the stables occupied by Josephs, and found 76 cases 
of condensed milk on the ground floor, and about 30 cases 
on the first floor. Some of the lids were smudged with 
blacking, obliterating the words ‘Blown tins, not to be used 
in any case for human food.” Most of the cases were taken 
away by the inspector and condemned by Mr. Fenwick, the 
magistrate then sitting at this Court. Inspector Thomas 
Jackson stated that he asked the defendant why he blackened 
the lids of the cases, and he replied that the milk was 
not intended for the food of man, but for pigs. 
Witness seized. 88 cases, leaving 19 as being doubttul. 
Most of the milk in the 88 cases was absolutely rotten, 
and the stench was so abominable that the men who 
destroyed it were cvercome, and had to leave off 
occasionally. Joseph Freedman, 181, Walworth Road, 
said he was a draper, and bought “job lots” from the 
defendant. In July he was in Josephs’s shop in the New 
Cut, and saw in the window a ticket, ‘“‘ Best brands of con- 
densed milk, 1d. atin.” Josephs said: ‘‘ Can you do with 


Mr. Baggallay: £45 . 


By some means | } = 
magistrates on October 6th, for selling milk adulterated 
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any of this milk, 2s. 6d. per case of five dozen tins ?” 
Witness asked if the milk was good, and, receiving a reply 
in the affirmative, bought ten cases, and suld them to the 
public for food in a very short time. On August 24th the 
defendant said he had 150 more cases. of condensed milk, 
and was prepared to sell 50. ‘They were at his stables, he 
added, and were. the same as the others witness had. 

Witness bought 50 cases, and found that the milk 
was so bad that he had to get the vestry to cart 
it away as refuse. For the defence Josephs said he 
bought the milk from Mr. E. W. Beatham, 16, Water 
Lane. When he sold some to Mr. Freedman he told him 
distinctly that it was not to be used for human food. 

Cross-examined: He paid £5 5s. per hundred cases, the 
receipt bearing the words, ‘‘ For manufacturing. use ; not 
human food.” the words on the eighty-eight cases stating 
that the milk was not to be used tor food was blackened 
out in the stables, but he did not know by whom. With 
regard to the fifty cases bought by Mr. Freedman, they: 
were blackened over by Mr. Freedman himself. Subse- 
quently when Mr. Freedman complained that the milk 
was bad, witness returned him £5 of the purchase 
money out of compassion. He did not. know how the 


cases in his stables came tobe blackened ones; it was 
not done by his authority or to his knowledge. Oliver 
Norman, 109, Bedford Street, Mile End, carman 


to the defendant, said he was_ present when. Mr. 
Freedman signed the paper relating to the eleven cases, 
which were part of the order for 50 cases. Mr. Freedman 
had the words of the case blackened over because he did 
not want the people of the neighbourhood to know his 
business. The 88 cases which were seized had been placed 
in the stable as refuse, and the defendant had given 
instructions for them to be cleared away. . Cross-examined 
—The words on the 88 cases seized were blackened 
out by witness so as to distinguish the bad milk from the 
good. Henry Norman, also in the employment of the 
defendant, said he was told to givé instructions for the 
clearance of the 88 cases, but in the meanwhile they were 
seized by the vestry. Mr ‘Slade said it was a very bad case, 
and imposed a penalty of £50 and £5 5s. costs. 





TROUBLESOME COWS. 


WittiaAM Henry Toy was summoned before Falmouth 


with 10 per cent. of added water.—Superintendent Beare 
stated that at 8 a.m. on Sunday, September 11th, he saw 
defendant delivering milk in Melville Road. Witness 
purchased one pint and a-half of new milk, one part of 
which was forwarded to the county analyst, who certified 
the adulteration complained of.—Defendant pleaded that 
the milk was just as it came from seventeen cows ; neither 
water nor skimmed milk had been mixed with it. Some of 
the cattle had been troublesome, and that would produce a 
deterioration in the quality of the milk. His cows looked 
well, and he spent 420 a month upon them.—Mr. Webber 
said finer cattle than the defendant’s one need not wish to 
see; they were in good condition and clean. ‘This case 
required further consideration by the justices. The clerk 
would communicate with the superintendent of police, who 
would write to Mr. Kitto, the analyst, for information 
that did not appear in the certificate. For that purpose the 
case would be adjourned for a week. 


A CURIOUS COCOA TIN. 

At the South-Western London Police-court Walter 
Taylor, 56, a grocer, of High Road, Streatham, was sum- 
moned tor selling cocoa adulterated with 60 per cent. of 
sugar and arrowroot. Mr. W. W. Young prosecuted for the 
Board of Works, and Mr. George Bell defended.— Mr. 
Mitchell, the inspector in the service of the Board, stated 
that he visited the defendant’s shop and bought some 
cocoa, which on analysis proved to contain the above 
percentage of sugar and arrowroot. In cross-examination 
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‘he admitted that the shop assistant ‘‘ muttered something,” 
_ but he couldn’t hear what he said.—Mr. Bell: It might 
_ have been of some value.—Witness: He didn’t speak to 
me.— Mr. Bell: To the air, I suppose.—The defence was 
_ that the defendant’s shop assistant stated that the article he 
_ was selling was chocolate powder. A tin was produced on 
one side of which were printed the words “ Fry’s Chocolate 
Powder” ; but Mr. Young asked the tin to be turned round, 
and on the other side were the words “ Fry’s Cocoa.”— 
The magistrate held that the purchaser had clearly been 
; prejudiced in his purchase, and inflicted a penalty of 20s. 
and costs. 
han. 


ae THE CAPER TEA ADULTERATION CASE. 


_ Av Manchester on October 5th, Gartside Brierley, 780, 
Ashton Old Road, Higher Openshaw, was summoned for 

‘selling adulterated caper tea. Mr. Miller appeared on 
behalf of the Corporation, and Mr. F. O. S. Leak (solicitor 
_to the Manchester, Salford, and District Grocers’ Association) 
defended. 

' The case was first heard on September 7th, when the 
prosecution set forth that the defendant had sold caper tea 
which contained 2; per cent. of foreign matter, principally 
sand and ferruginous earth. The defence set up by Mr. 
_ Leak was that inasmuch as the defendant had _ paid 
_ Government duty on the tea, the Commissioners of Customs 
had therefore approved of its importation as pure tea. He 

asked that a sample of the tea should be sent to Somerset 
_ House for analysis, and to this the magistrates agreed. 
_ Last Wednesday, when the case was called on, Mr. 
Miller, for the prosecution, said the case was one which had 
been adjourned from a former hearing for the purpose of 
having an analysis made of the caper tea by the authorities 
at Somerset House.’ At the first hearing, Mr. Estcourt’s 
certificate was put in, but at the suggestion of the defence 
the sample was sent to Somerset House, and he believed 
the Bench had the report from that authority before them, 

‘He, however, desired to point out to the Bench one im- 
portant point in connection with Mr. Estcourt’s certificate, 
and that was, that in its real bearing, it was exactly similar 
to the one sent down by Somerset House. Mr. Estcourt’s 
figures were 2°25 percent., and the Somerset House figures 
were 2°2 per cent., but the concluding paragraph of the 
Somerset House report drew a very different conclusion. 
Mr. Estcourt had handed to him a little book written by 
Dr. Bell, a principal in the laboratory at Somerset House, 
and in that the writer said that, if the insoluble ash exceeded 
one per cent., the conclusion was arrived at that the tea 
was adulterated. . 

Mr. Leak: Oh, that is not so. I must disagree with 
that statement. You are putting a misunderstanding upon 
it. That refers to black tea, and not caper tea. 

Mr. Miller: Well, this book has been handed to me, 
which is really an authority. But Somerset House now 
draw a different conclusion from that drawn by Mr. Bell, 
which is the one Mr. Estcourt went on. Under the circum- 
stances, I am practically in your hands. If you feel that 
we should not go on with the summons in the face of this 
report, then I will withdraw it. If you have a contrary 
opinion, then I prefer to go on. 

The magistrates and their clerk then conversed together 
upon the certificate, which was as under : 





Government Laboratory, 
Clement’s Inn Passage, 
Strand, London, W.C. 
The sample of caper tea marked ‘“‘ 532,” and referred to 
in your letter of the 7th inst., was received here on the 
following day securely sealed. 
We hereby certify that we have analysed the tea, with 
the following results : 
Total mineral matter 
Mineral matter, soluble in water 
Mineral matter, soluble in acid 
Silica—less sand 


Sand 
With a view of ascertaining how far the sample in 


7°50 per cent, 
2°36 per cent. 
3°12 per cent. 
1°38 per cent, 
0°64 per cent. 
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question differs from caper tea now met with in commerce, 
and of fair commercial quality, we have procured a number 
of authentic samples of such teas out of peas On analysis 
they furnished the following results : 


Per cent. A B C Dee F G 
Total mineral matter 674 790 7:26 7:20 6:44 7:08 ° 8:00 
Soluble in water... 2°58, 2°38 2°30 2°54. 2°14 2°46 230 
Soluble in acid ... 2°98 2:84 2:90 288 3:08 2:14 4:06 
Silica—less sand [04 * 0°32, 1:76 1:40 I'0b, 126° 1-o8 
Sand O'I4 2°36 0°30 0°38 O16 1°22 056 


It is evident that the amount of foreign mineral matter 
in the case ot the sample referred to us is not lighter than 
that which may be present in genuine caper teas. | We are 
of opinion, therefore, that the small proportion of extraneous 
matter present has become unavoidably mixed in the 
process of collection and preparation. 

As witness our hands, this 21st day of September, 1898, 

G, LEwIn. 
H. W. Davies. . 
The Clerk to the Magistrates, 
City Police Court, 
Manchester. 


The Chairman of the Bench (Mr. Riley) said that in the 
face of the certificate from Somerset House, they felt that 
some injury had been done to the trader who had on such 
asummons been brought before the court. They felt that 
traders should not be brought forward unless there was very 
strong evidence that they were selling adulterated articles. 

Mr. Miller: Then I will withdraw the summons. 

Mr. Leak: I wish to say a word or two on behalf of 
the defendant. If you remember, Mr. Rook said, in his 
opening, that-—— 

Mr. Miller: But there is nothing before the Court. 
I have withdrawn the summons. 

Mr. Riley : There is nothing before us now. 

Mr. Leak: But I wish to correct a wrong impression 
which has got abroad. When Mr. Rook opened the case, 
he said—and I would like to mention this —- that 
these——. 

Mr. Miller : 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. Leak: I was saying that when Mr. Rook opened 
this case, he said these proceedings would not have been 
taken had not Mr. Brierley been previously warned against 
selling this tea. I say that when Mr. Brierley was warned 
he acted up to it, and stopped the sale of the particular tea. 
But he bought other caper tea, because he was being asked 
for it. Now, taking into consideration what the Somerset 
House authorities have said, I say that if the City Analyst 
had taken care to ascertain the facts respecting the tea, these 
proceedings would have been unnecessary. That being so, 
I am going to ask you to allow the defendant costs. He 
has suffered a great amount of injury. 

The Chairman: Then, what are the costs ? 

Mr. Leak: Well, I should say about five or six guineas. 

Mr. Miller: But this is not a case in which you should 
make an order for costs. I have already pointed out that 
Mr. Bell in his book lays down the proposition that there is 
evidence of adulteration if the insoluble ash exceeds one per 
cent. Here it was 2°25 per cent. We have taken the 
Somerset House standard, and we have acted up to it. 

The Chairman: But in that book you simply have the 
opinion of one of the experts of Somerset House. 

Mr. Miller: But this book has been published by the 
sanction of the Government. It is not usual to give costs 
against a local authority, unless they are much to blame. 
In this case we have taken the best authority we could, and 
we have acted up to it. 


There is no case before the Bench. It has 


The Clerk: What witnesses have you had here, 
Mr. Leak ? 
Mr. Leak : There were three and the defendant. One 


of them had been in the Custom House. He is not here 
to day, because Mr. Rook promised to let me know if he 
still intended to fight the case. 

The Chairman: We shall allow the defendant four 
guineas cost, and dismiss the summons. 
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1124 FOOD AND 
ST. PANCRAS VESTRY AND INCREASED 
FOOD ANALYSIS. 


Tue Health Committee, having had under consideration 
the question of analysis of food and drugs, find that in St. 
Pancras, in comparison with other local authorities, the 








-number of samples taken is much below the average pro- 


portion, the number submitted during the past year being 
234. The public analyst (Dr. Stevenson) at present 
receives #100 per annum for analysing 200 samples of 
food, and :os. 6d. for every sample over 200. The com- 


"mittee recommended that the present number of articles of 


food and drugs to be procured and submitted to the public 
analyst (Dr. Stevenson) be increased from 200 to 500 per 
annum ; and that the salary of Dr. Thomas Stevenson, in 
respect to 200 samples, remain as at present, and that he be 
paid a fee of 10s. for every additional sample not exceeding 
500. 

Mr. Gardener said he should like to have some explana- 
tion from Mr. Close over this matter. He wished to know 
who were to take the extra samples, as they. had just been 
told there were not sufficient officers to do the present 
work. 

Mr. Close explained that this would not necessitate extra 
officers. It meant only to increase the number of samples 
forwarded. 

Mr. Knott moved that the matter be referred back, but 
there being no seconder, 

The recommendations were agreed to. 


GROCERS AND A NEW FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 


AT a meeting last week of grocers, and others interested 
in adulteration, held at the Grocers’ Exhibition in the 
Agricultural Hall, Mr. F. W. Beck, solicitor to the Grocers’ 
Federation, read a paper on the subject of the Government 
and Adulteration, Mr. Beck said: In discussing the sub- 


ject of food adulteration with reference to the recent 


proposals for amendment, it may be interesting to briefly 
REVIEW THE LEGISLATION 


on the subject up to the present time. Prior to the year 
1860, the subject of adulteration was dealt with only in an 
extremely fragmentary manner by statutes dealing with the 
adulteration of tea, coffee, bread, and flour. The pro- 
visions with regard to tea were contained in a statute of 
George III., which prohibited the mixing of logwood, 
molasses, sloe leaves, or leaves of ash, elder, and other trees 
with tea, the preamble of the Act stating that such evil 
practices were increased to a very great degree, to the 
injury and destruction of great quantities of timber, woods, 
and underwoods, the prejudice of the health of His 
Majesty’s subjects, the ruin of the fair trader, and to the 
encouragement of idleness. The statute as to coffee at 
about the same date prohibited the use of water, grease, 
butter, and like materials for the increasing of the weight of 
coffee. These enactments seem to show that legislation on 
the subject was certainly necessary and also that 


PURITY OF FOOD 


has made great advances since the days of the Georges. 
The first attempt to deal with the subject of adulteration 
as a whole was by the Adulteration Act of 1860, 
which made a general prohibition against the sale of 
adulterated articles, provided for the appointment of 
analysts, and gave any purchaser of food the right to have 
it analysed by the public analyst; but very few authorities 
adopted the Act, and as proceedings were left entirely to 
the initiative of private individuals, the Act was practically 
inoperative. The Act of 1872, which replaced the 1860 
Act, made a considerable advance upon it by providing for 
its enforcement by inspectors of nuisances and other such 
officials, but the operation of the Act was retarded by the 
difficulty in finding a sufficient number of suitable gentle- 
men to act as analysts, and by the expensive and cumbrous 
procedure Jaid down, which required that the inspector 
should divide the sample in the presence of the analyst, 
entailing in many instances long journeys and much incon- 
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venience. The difficulties of enforcing the Act brought 
about pom hae ‘y sah ee 
AN AGITATION FOR ITS AMENDMENT, oak 
and it is interesting to notice that the movement was chiefly 
supported by memorials and other representations made to 
the Government by tea-dealers and grocers in various parts 
of the country, and the Blue Books of the day publish. 
extracts from memorials from grocers in Hastings, Canter-— 
bury, Burslem, Bath, Nottingham, Huddersfield, Uttoxeter, 
Derby, and other towns. ‘These memorials had reference 
chiefly to the subject of the examination of tea at the port 
of entry before clearance through the Customs, but generally 
also to the inefficiencies of the Act. In April, 1874, a 
Select Committee was appointed to inquire into the opera- 
tion of the Act of 1872, and that committee, having examined 
a number of witnesses, suggested that all the existing Acts 
amending them should be substituted. ‘his recommenda- — 
tion, made in a report presented to the House in July, 1874, _ 
was acted upon with a promptitude surprising in the light — 
of more recent events, and the Act of 1875, which is still 
the main statute dealing with the subject, was passed. It — 
is right to emphasise the fact that 
EVERY ADVANCE AND IMPROVEMENT 

which has been made in adulteration legislation has been 
made upon the representation of the grocery trade, and it 
is but fair that the Legislature and the public should 
recognise and appreciate the attitude of the trade upon this 
matter. A short amending Act was passed in 1879, dealing 
with defects which had been discovered in the 1875 Act 
while in operation.. These two Acts, with the addition of — 
the Margarine Act passed in 1887, practically embrace all | 
the legislation upon the subject. These Acts have been — 
elucidated or confused (as the case may be) by some 100 
reported cases in the High Courts, in addition to numerous — 
cases at Quarter Sessions and many High Court decisions — 
not of sufficient importance to be reported. The Acts were — 

. 

; 
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found to be . 

EXTREMELY UNEQUAL AND UNSATISFACTORY. . 
in operation, insufficiently enforced for the protection of 
honest traders, and yet harsh and harassing in many cases | 
of unwitting or technical offences. The result of con- — 
siderable agitation upon the subject was that in 1894 a 
Committee was appointed, which took evidence from a ! 
number of witnesses, which was re-appointed in 1895, and — 
in all met on thirty-three occasions and examined sixty- — 
eight witnesses, representing every phase of trade interested — 
in the subject, and every class of officials and others having j 
special knowledge of the Act. The Committee presented 
its report in July, 1896, covering in detail the whole 
ground of the inquiry and making not less than 
twenty-three important recommendations for the amend- 
ment of the existing law. The work of the Com- 
mittee had covered the whole range of a subject 
necessarily complicated and difficult; the evidence taken 
was complete and exhaustive, tle report eminently work- 
manlike and practical, while the recommendations covered 
most of the defects complained of in the operation of the 
It might well be expected that some satisfactory 
result would have followed, but the labour in this mountain 
produced but two mice, and these not even lively and active 
specimens, but the one still-born and the other foredoomed | 
to an early death. ‘Two measures have been introduced 
which were nominally supposed to be the 4 

OUTCOME OF THE WORK ; 
of the Select Committee. The first was brought in by Mr. 
Chaplin and Mr. T. W. Russell in August, 1897, and © 
immediately withdrawn. This Bill consisted of thirteen 
sections, and the new proposals of its provisions were: 
That the penalties for second and subsequent offences 
should be increased ; that on the second conviction within 
twelve months such conviction might be ordered to be 
advertised ; that margarine wrappers should be printed in 
letters half an inch square instead of a quarter; that milk 
sellers should have their names upon their vehicles ; that the 
summons should in every case be served within 28 days of 
the purchase, and that a copy of the analyst’s certificate should 
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company it; that the Court should, on the application of 
ither party, send a sample to the Government laboratory ; and 
hat the certificate of a public analyst should be available as 
idence for the defendant under certain conditions. The 
whole remaining sections of this so-called ‘Amendment Bill” 
were already covered by the existing Jaw, clearly showing 
that whoever was responsible for the Bill had made no 
‘attempt whatever to understand his subject orto deal with 
+ as a whole. The second Bill was introduced in July, 
1898, and bore the name of Mr. Walter Long in addition 
to those of Mr. Chaplin and Mr. Russell, an addition which 
probably accounted for the Bill being described as a “ Bill 
9 make better provision against the 

: ADULTERATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES 

of agricultural and horticultural produce.” The reason for 
the introduction throughout the Bill of the word “ horti- 
cultural ” does net seem apparent. The Bill gave the officers 
of the Board of Agriculture equal powers with inspectors 
appointed under the Food and Drugs Act, and authorised 
the Board, having become satisfied that the sample was 
adulterated, to notify the fact to the local authorities, and if 
after such notification they were of opinion that the local 
authorities had failed to enforce the Act, the Board might 
make an order compelling the local authorities to put the 
Act into force—a roundabout and hopelessly futile mode 
_of procedure. The other provisions of this Bill authorised 
. the Board of Agricnlture to set up 

’ A STANDARD FOR MILK AND BUTTER, 


repeated the provisions of the former Bill with reference to 
the marking and importation of margarine, made new and 
stringent rules with regard to margarine factories, made 
useful provision for the sampling of butter and milk at the 
port of entry, and prohibited the importation of adulterated 
or impoverished butter or milk. ‘This Bill did not go to 
second reading, but was withdrawn at the end of the 
_ Session. . " 
The second Bill, so far from being an advance upon the 
first was even more limited in its scope, inasmuch as it 
omitted all the general provisions contained in the 1897 
Bill and confessedly dealt only with butter and milk. It 
was, in fact, a purely agricultural Bill, and while in itself it 
contained some useful proposals, its passing would have 
unquestionably prejudiced the chances of getting the whole 
subject effectively dealt with. The Local Government 
. Board is the department responsible for the 
. ADMINISTRATION OF THE ADULTERATION ACTS, 


and upon that department alone should rest the duty of 
_ proposing legislation upon this subject, and legislation not 
_ for the benefit of one class only, but for the protection of 
the public and of all sections of trade alike. It will at 
once be seen that neither of the Government proposals has 
_made any pretence of dealing with the recommendations of 
the Select Committee. It is so obvious that the Bills were 
never seriously intended to deal with the whole subject that 
_ it would perhaps be waste of time to discuss their provisions 
in detail, and it appears to me that the course now to be 
adopted is to press upon the Government and its adminis- 
trative departments that the tentative proposals thus made 
cannot be regarded as satisfactory to any of those concerned 
with the administrations of the Acts. It is only too evident 
that the - 
PALTRY MEASURES INTRODUCED 
were for the purpose of shelving the question, and were 
intended only as a mere nominal compliance with the 
pledge given by the Government to deal with the subject, a 
pledge which was not only impliedly given by the mention 
of food adulteration amongst the secondary measures in the 
Queen’s ‘speech, but was distinctly given to Mr. Kearley 
upon his amendment to the Address. The subject is. of 
course, in no sense a party one, and possibly it is for this 
very reason that it is difficult to induce any Government to 
deal effectively with it, inasmuch as the trade and other 
interests involved might induce internal divisions of opinion 
inimical to party interests. The fact which should be most 
strongly pressed upon the Legislature is, that amendments 
are required by all. 
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SECTIONS OF THE COMMUNITY 


interested in the operation of the Acts. The public require 


additional protection against the importation of adulterated 
foods from abroad ; the trade require protection from the 
many inequalities and hardships of the Acts; the local 
authorities, with their inspectors and{analysts, require 
increased facilities for tracing real offences, and all alike 
demand that the subject should be promptly dealt with. “It 
cannot be too frequently explained that the retail trade are 
not seeking to minimise or check the operation of admittedly 
useful and necessary legislation ; on the contrary, what they 
desire to do is to strengthen the existing law, and ensure 
its prompt and effective operation against frauds, It can- 
not be otherwise than gratifying to the Federation to find 
that amongst the recommendations of the select committee 
were included every one of the amendments urged by the 
Federation in its deputation to Mr. Ritchie, the then Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, in 1892, and this fact 
is alone sufficient to show that 
THE TRADE HAS BEEN REASONABLE 
and practicalin its demands. The proposals already made 
are an indication that any measure introduced is likely to be 
merely in the nature of amendment and not of consolidation, 
and the opinion of the trade should be freely expressed that 
this would be an unsatisfactory method of dealing with the 
matter. It is extremely inconvenient that the law on a 
subject of this kind should be contained in a number of 
small enactments. What the trade requires is a complete 
Adulteration Bill, dealing in one measure with all branches 
of the subject. What. 
THE GOVERNMENT HAD UTTERLY NEGLECTED 
to do was attempted by a private measure introduced by 
Mr. Kearley, first in January, 1897, and again with some 
slight amendments in February, 1898. This Bill proposed 
to repeal the 1875 and 1879 Adulteration Acts, and the 
Margarine Act of 1887, and to embody the main provisions 
of these Acts together with all the principal recommenda- 
tions of the Select Committee in one measure, and it is 
thought that no proposal can be satisfactory unless based 
upon something like this model. As a private measure 
dealing with so large a subject, Mr. Kearley’s Bill had, of 
course, absolutely no chance of becoming law, but. I venture 
the opinion that it is well worthy the support of the trade. 
Two proposals of that Bill, and two only,thave apparently 
excited some opposition, and I think mistakenly so...The 
first is the 7 yy 
PROVISION FOR IMPRISONMENT. 
in the case of a third offence committed within two years of 
two previous convictions, and seeing that this provision is 
safeguarded by that which makes the assistant responsible 
where he is the actual offender, I see no danger to the 
trade in the proposal, inasmuch as it could only apply to 
cases of persistent fraud, which it is equally to the interest 
of the trade and the public to stamp out. The other objec- 
tion of the trade is to the proposal to authorise the Court to 
order the advertisement of a conviction in the case of a 
third or subsequent offence, and this so far from being an 
objectionable provision, would in my opinion be a safe- 
guard, inasmuch as no publication could be made without 
an order from the Court before which the case is heard, an 
order not likely to be made save in flagrant cases. This 
would put a stop to 
THE GROSS INJUSTICE NOW PERPETRATED 
by authorities, such as the Holborn Board of Works, and 
the Camberwell Vestry, who publish a. record of con- 
victions without any statement of the circumstances under 
which the conviction arose, and make that publication 
in many cases months after the date of the conviction, 
and after the defendant bas paid what the court deemed 
a fair penalty for his offence. With the vexed question 
of the 
COLOURING AND MIXING 
of margarine and butter, Mr. Kearley’s Bill has not 
attempted to deal, this question being apparently, and 
probably advisedly so, left to be dealt with upon the dis- 
cussion of the measure. Any objection entertained by the 
Federation to the proposals in this Bill should not stand 
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in the way of a general support of its principles, as 
probably any Government measure would ultimately be 
referred by the House to a Grand Committee, and it 
would be exceedingly useful that Mr. Kearley’ s Bill should 
be before that Committee, in order that its provisions 
might be compared and discussed with those of the Govern- 
rent. The only course now to be pursued is for all those 
interested i in the operations of the Acts to 
IMPRESS UPON THE LEGISLATURE 
the necessity of dealing with the subject in the next Session 
of Parliament. I have observed that in many associations 
the announcement of the withdrawal of the Government 
measure was made the reason for not discussing the subject 
further, and this is, I think, an entirely mistaken view, as it 
is only by persistent agitation that the matter will be 
forced upon the attention of the Government, and in order 
that some practical result may be the outcome of this 
Conference, I 
WOULD VENTURE TO SUGGEST: 

That this Conference pass a resolution that 
iegislation on this subject is urgently required, but 
that no such legislation will be satisfactory unless it is 
comprehensive in character, and follows the lines 
recommended by the Select Committee. 

2. That every association be advised to pass a 
similar resolution and send it to the Local Government 
Board and to their local Member. 

3. That every Association be supplied for its 
guidance with a copy of the Select Committee’s 
recommendations. 

4. That the Federation communicate with the 
London Chamber of Commerce, the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce, and through them with the 
various Chambers of the country, with a view to 
obtaining their assistance in putting pressure upon the 
Government. 

Let it be remembered that the trade is not now called 
upon to prove 

THE DEMAND FOR REMEDIAL LEGISLATION ; 

this has already been conceded, after careful inquiry, by the 
Select Committee, and all that is required is to urge upon 
the Government to carry out that Committee’s reeommenda- 
tions, almost all of which are acceptable to the trade. If 
these are pressed upon the Government by every association 
and pressed upon his Parliamentary representatives by 
every individual grocer, there may be some prospect that the 
trade will obtain a- practical and useful Adulteration Act 
which will deal sternly and severely with cases of proved 
fraud, but will not unduly harass the honest and honourable 
trader. (Loud applause.) 

Mr. H. Kearley, M.P., having complimented Mr. Beck 
upon his admirable and able paper, moved the following 
resolution : . 

“That this Conference is of opinion that 
legislation on the subject of the adulteration of 
food products is urgently required, but that no 


legislation will be satisfactory unless it is com- 
prehensive in character and includes the main 
recommendations of the Select Committee on 


this subject. And that a copy of this_ resolution 

be sent to the President of the Local Government 

Boar.” 
(Applause.) He said it was a matter of common agree- 
ment that the necessity for such legislation was urgent. 
That was the opinion not only ot the Grocers’ Federation, 
but of the agricultual interest and of the general public, 
who were most anxious that they should not continue to be 
defrauded by receiving an impure article when they had 
paid tor a pure one. (Hear, hear.) The importance of 
this question was such that it ought not to be shelved. 
(Hear, hear.) It could not be contended by Government 


—not this Government particularly, but Governments 
generally—that this was a new question. They had 
been agitating upon it six years, both in the House, 


in the offices of the Department, and in their various 
associations, and the Government were now possessed 
of all the facts and informativn which it was possible 
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Committee had been altogether ignored by the Govern- 
ment in the two Bills they had proposed. One of the most 
important of these was that the local authorities should | 
be compelled to enforce the Acts. (Hear, hear.) There. 
was the most intimate relation between. the efficiency. with. 
which these Acts were worked and the amount of adultera-, 
tion revealed. Where the administration was lax, there, ‘the. 
disposition toadulteration flourished, and therefore it wasn — 
the interest of all honest traders to secure efficient adminis- 
tration. (Hear, hear.) The Court of Reference was also 
another very important recommendation. He would not refer 
to the question of preservatives except to say that inasmuch 
as they brought a very large share of their food products from 
abroad, it would be simply impossible to abolish the use of 
preservatives. (Hear, hear.) The use of preservatives was 
one thing ; the abuse of them was an altogether different — 
thing. He was with the Federation in the opinion that a_ 
printed invoice should be a legal warranty. (Hear, hear.) 
If the Federation in its corporate capacity, and the local 
associations in their individual capacities, brought pressure 
to bear upon members of Parliament, and extracted a pledge 
from them to support a Bill that would be supported by the ~ 
trade, then he thought they would be able to make very rapid 
progress. If he could, by any Parliamentary action, do 
anything to stimulate and push forward this movement to a 
success{ul issue he should feel it not only a great pleasure 
but a great honour to do so. (Applause.) 

Mr. Councillor Jarvis, in seconding the resolution, 
referred especially to the question of fcod preservatives, 
and said that what the trade wanted was an expression of 
opinion from the Government upon these preparations, 
which had been in undisputed use for the past 20 years. 
| (Hear, hear.) So far as his observation had gone, con- 
victions which had been obtained in prosecutions for the 


. 
| 
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| employment of food preservatives had been based not 





upon the evidence of experienced and practical men but 
upon the theories of analysts. The Government, in spite 
of the assurances and protestations of Mr. Chaplin, had 
ignored their representations, and they came before them 
now, not with menace, but firm in the belief of the justice 
of their demands, to insist that some attempt should be 
made to meet the grievances and hardships which they 
at present laboured under in the conduct of their business. 
(Applause. ) 

Mr. R. Bannister, in the course of his speech, spoke of 
the impossibility of fixing a standard of purity for food 
products which should be equally applicable all over the 
country. This was particularly the case with milk and 
butter. The fixing of a standard was a matter of very 
much greater difficulty than seemed to be thought by many, 
and, in practice, would be a source of much trouble and 
hardship. The question of a Board of Reference, too, was 
one which wanted very careful consideration. He was quite 
certain of this, and the only thing they could do in connec- 
tion with this question of food products adulteration was 
that they should try in every way they possibly could to 
get a measure that should be just to the manufacturer, just 
to the distributors, and just to the consumer, and if they 
could secure an Act of Parliament which would be just to 
all, then everybody would resolve to carry it out, and it 
would be a great success. (Hear, hear, and applause.) 

Mr. J. O’Connor also supported the resolution. 

Dr. B. Dyer said that, like the Grocers’ Federation, the 
Society of Public Analysts had been working hard for some 
years for exactly the same purpose, a reform in food 
legislation, and they were most anxious to see substantial 
effect given to the recommendations of the Select Committee. 
It seemed to be thought by some members of the trade that 
there was something like antagonism between analysts and 
those who dealt in goods they were called upon to examine 
and test. ‘There was no real conflict at ‘all, and he thought 
there could be no better evidence of this than the fact that 
the public analysts as a body and the members of the 
grocery trade as a body were now petitioning Government 


and working hard for exactly the same measure of reform. 
(Hear, hear.) 
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TOBACCO ADULTERATION. 


THE Inland Revenue chemists have found that out of 
sixty samples of tobacco taken from manufacturers and 
dealers no less than twenty-five—and these were of foreign 
manufacture—were adulterated. The public has, perhaps, 
paid little attention to the appeals of manufacturers of 
English tobacco, cigarettes, etc., to support English 
industries; but the report of the Inland Revenue 
authorities proves that appeal a well founded one. Self- 
interest alone shows the advisability of refusing to buy 
foreign goods in the face of an official report that nearly 

_ 50 per cent. of foreign goods are adulterated. 


RONTUANTON. 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 


DERBYSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACTS, FOOD AND 
DRUGS ACTS, AND MINES REGULATION 
ACTS. . 


“TBE Weights and Measures Committee of the Derby- 

shire County Council are prepared to receive 
applications from duly qualified persons, holding the 
Certificate of the Board of Trade, for the pppolntmsae of 
an INSPECTOR under the above Acts. 

Age between 25 and 4o. 

Salary £175, together with allowances named in 
Specification of Duties, which can be obtained on applica- 
tion to me. 

All applications, together with copies of testimonials of 
recent date, not exceeding three in number (originals 
will not be returned) marked “Inspector of Weights 
and Measures,” to be sent to me, the undersigned, so that 
the same may be received not later than 12 noon on 
THURSDAY, October 27th next. 

Candidates selected will be required to appear before 
the Committee according to notice given. Third-class 
railway fares allowed. 

Canvassing in any form will be a disqualification. 

N. J. HUGHES-HALLETT, 
Clerk to the County Council 
County Offices, for Derbyshire. 
St. Mary’s Gate, 
Derby, October roth, 1898. 











VINEGAR ADULTERATION. 


“A VINEGAR BREWER” writes us to say that “adul- 
terated vinegar at the present time is very common,” 
and suggests that analysts dislike to condemn samples 
because vinegar is an article difficult to analyse. We 
have heard statements to this effect several times 
of late, and there is no doubt whatever that there is an 
enormous increase in the sale of dilute coloured acetic acid 
as vinegar. 

At Bootle, on October 7th, Isabella Daley, of Marsh 
Lane, was summoned for having sold adulterated vinegar. 
On the 14th ult., Inspector Ferguson purchased from 
defendant a pint of vinegar. Mr. W. H. Hickson, Deputy 
Town Clerk, submitted the certificate of the public analyst, 
who declared that the alleged vinegar contained 95 per cent. 
of dilute acetic acid, coloured to imitate vinegar. — 
Mr. Hickson pointed out that the defendant endeavoured 


to make the girl who served the stuff to the officer say it was | 


acetic acid, and not vinegar. The Bench imposed a fine 
of 5s. and costs. 

The present position of vinegar adulteration shows 
again the urgent necessity for a court of reference to lay 
down standards of purity, and give fair play to honest manu- 
facturers. When wholesale and retail traders, farmers, the 
public and the press are unanimous in the demand for a 
real adulteration act, it is incomprehensible why Mr. Chaplin 
and his colleagues should so perversely humbug the question. 
It is well, therefore, that there should be some convictions 
for vinegar adulteration, if only to put retailers on their 
guard. The following again shows the need for a standard : 

At Stratford-on-Avon, Edward Smith, grocer, Ely Street, 
was summoned for selling malt vinegar diluted with 18 per 
cent. of added water.—The analyst’s certificate was not 
disputed, but the defendant called a representative of the 
manufacturer from whom the vinegar was obtained, who 
said there was no legal standard for vinegar, but the 
accepted trade standard was 2°75 per cent. of acetic acid 
instead of 3 per cent., as suggested by: Dr.> Hill’ 2Phe 
sample in question contained 2 ‘46, their analysis agreeing 
with Dr. Hill’s, and he accounted for the difference between 
that and the trade standard by saying that the cask and vat 
were new, and would absorb a portion of the acid.—At the 
close of a long argument the Bench dismissed the case. 
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WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. - 
Mr. WitiiaM CHAPPELL, a county councillor for tes 
_ and landlord of the principal hotel at Tuxford, the “ New- 
castle Arms,” was summoned on October 1 sth before the 
Retford county magistrates on Saturday charged with selling 
_ to the prejudice of the purchaser sixpennyworth of gin 
which was not of the nature, substance, and quality of the 
article demanded.—Inspector Garforth said he purchased 
the gin, and sent a portion of it to the Public Analyst, who 
had certified that it was 35 under proof and contained 4°5 
of added water. The inspector said he was satisfied it had 
not been adulterated by Mr. Chappell, but thought it was 
true, as stated by the defendant, that the gin had been in 
stock nearly twelve months, and the strength had evaporated 
to a greater extent than he was aware of. Gin would 
deteriorate in this way more than any other spirit—Mary 

Martha Whitehead, the barmaid, produced the stock-book, 
_ showing that a cask of gin containing 39% gallons was 
received from Messrs. Nicholson, of London, in November, 
1897, and as she drew from it for the bar she reduced it 
according to a printed table, which would keep it well up 
to the strength required by the Act.—Mr. Bescoby asked 
the Bench to say there had been no adulteration —The 
Bench found the case proved, but, taking into consideration 
the remarks of the inspector, they ordered the defendant 
to pay the costs. 

At Okehampton, Samuel Hill, proprietor of the New 
Inn, Sampford Courtenay, was summoned by Superinten- 
dent Ellicott for selling half a pint of whisky on September 
23rd which, on being analysed by Dr. Wynter Blyth, the 
County Analyst, was found to be 353 degrees under proof. 
Superintendent Ellicott said the whisky, after analysis, had 
been proved to be diluted with 103 degrees more of water 
than was allowed by Act. Defendant said he kept two 
sorts of whisky, one for selling purposes, and the other for 
private use. He supposed that his housekeeper had sold 
from the wrong barrel. The Bench took a lenient view of 
case, and inflicted a fine of 41 and gs. 6d. costs. 


MATERIALS FOR FINING BEER. 


At Lambeth, on October 14th, Stephen Webb appeared 
to answer two summonses taken out by Mr. A. Long, chief 
sanitary inspector to the Newington Vestry, one complaining 
that he removed fish offal during prohibited hours, the 
second charging him with using an improper vehicle for the 
purpose.—Dr. Millson, medical officer for Newington, stated 
that about half-past eleven o’clock on the morning of 
September 30th he saw the defendant in Beresford Street, 
Walworth, collecting fish offal in an uncovered cart. The 
vehicle, a light cart, contained a kind of dustbin with a 
very unsuitable lid, which allowed the effluvia to escape 
from the receptacle. —The defendant said he was not 
collecting fish offal, but fish skins, which were used for 
making finings for beers and wines.—Mr. Hopkins came to 
the conclusion that fish skins were fish offal to all intents 
and purposes, and ordered the defendant to pay a fine of 
zos. and 2s. costs upon each of the two summonses. 


WHAT IS SODA WATER? 

At Rochdale, on October 12th, Edward Rawstron, of 
Walker Street, was summoned by Thomas Whiteley, 
borough nuisance inspector, for selling soda water not of the 
quality demanded by the purchaser. The prosecution was 
conducted by Mr. J. A. Hudson, the defence being in the 
hands of Mr. J. T. Worth. 

Mr. Hudson said the complainant was Thomas White- 
ley, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for the 
borough, and the defendant Edward Rawstron, secretary or 
manager of the business lately carried on by the Rochdale 
and Oldham Mineral Water and Bottling Company, Limited. 
The offence charged was laid under Section 6 of the Food 
and Drugs Act of 1875. On the 26th ult. Mr. Whiteley, 
accompanied by a sub-inspector, went to the works of the 
company in question and saw Mr. Rawstron. The inspector 
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asked for three Batdles of soda water) for which he paid 30% © 
The requirements of the Act were complied with, and one 
of the samples analysed by the borough analyst. 


The report 
of the analyst was to the effect that there was no soda in 


the preparation, but the water had been charged with a 
little gas. 


Thomas Whiteley, inspector under the-Food and Drugs 


Act, said he went to the place in question and purchased ~ 


three bottles of soda water, for which he paid 3d. 


He divided them in the usual way, and sent one to the 
public analyst. : 


The Clerk : Did you mix the three bottles >—Yes. 
Mr. Worth: But there might have been soda in one of 


them. 


Mr. Whiteley said he had received a certificate from 


the borough analyst to the effect that there was no soda 


present. 
Mr. Worth: You bought three bottles of soda water and 


mixed them, and then put a third part in each of the 
bottles >—Yes. 


Mr. Worth: Do you know that a lot of these bottles 


are sold commercially that do not contain soda at all? 
—No. 


Then your experience is not very large. 

Thomas Stenhouse, public analyst for the borough of 
Rochdale, said he analysed the sample of soda water sent 
to him. He found there was not a single grain per pint. 
There had been no bicarbonate of soda to produce soda in 
the water. 

Replying to Mr. Hudson, the analyst said the British 
Pharmacopceia put the amount of soda required in a pint at 
30 grains per gallon. 

Mr. Worth: The latest does not say so. 

The Analyst: No; it has been in so long that every- 
body has seen it, and it is not necessary to keep it in. 

The Chairman thought there would be a standard 
somewhere. 

Mr. Worth: Then if you are going to decide that soda 


water should be made according to the law of an old_ 


Pharmacopeeia it is no use me taking up your time. 

Tne Chairman: We have not decided yet. 
British Pharmacopceia is the authorised version. 

Mr. Worth: I disagree with you there. I am going to 
prove there is soda in, and that is enough. 

The Chairman : Had you not better go on with your 
case P 

Mr. Worth: If the Bench tell me what is in their minds, 
as you have done, I am not going to waste my time in 
going through the case.. The British Pharmacopceia has 
nothing to do with law courts. 

The Chairman : It is the standard by which all articles 
are ruled. 

Mr. Worth: Oh, no. We say there is soda in the 
stuff, but it does not come up to the British Pharmacopceia. 

The Chairman: The inspector says he expected soda 
water, and the standard of soda water was fixed by the 
British Pharmacopceia. 

Mr. Worth: On the same principle that he expects a 
conviction. 

The Chairman: He is on his oath. 

Mr. Worth: What a man expects and what he gets is a 
different thing. 

The Chairman: But he comes here and says he expects 
bicarbonate of soda. We are bound to take his word. 

Mr. Worth: I don’t think we are. 

Mr. Hudson: Was there sufficient soda in to make it 
soda water ?—The Analyst: No. 

Mr. Worth : I object to that. 

The Analyst: It was destitute of bicarbonate of soda. 

Mr. Worth: You have given your certificate, and you 
say there was no soda present. That means bicarbonate of 
soda. ‘There is bicarbonate of soda in Rochdale water, is 
there not ? 

The Analyst: There may be a trace. 

Mr. Worth: Very well. If this soda were made out 
of Rochdale water there would bea trace of bicarbonate 
of soda. 


But the 
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The Analyst: There might be. The analyst then 


explained to the court the method he adopted in making 


courts. 


“prejudiced.” 


the test. That test told him there was not a single grain 
of soda water per pint in it, and therefore it was not soda 
water. 

Mr. Worth: Do you know Mr. Moore, of Liverpool? — 

The Analyst: Yes, he is the public analyst. 

Mr. Worth: Will you be astonished to learn that he 


has analysed this and found it contains 6} grains per gallon 


of bicarbonate of soda? ‘ 
Mr. Hudson: Unless Mr. Moore is here he can’t put 
that in. 

Mr. Worth: In cross-examination, I can ask if he is 
surprised to hear it. It was never objected to in the big 
Would you be astonished to learn that it contained 
6+ grains per gallon ? 

The Analyst : That is not one grain per pint, 

The Chairman: How much would that be in a bottle? 

The Analyst: A quarter of a grain. ~ 

Mr. Hudson: And is that an appreciable quantity ? 

The Analyst: Not at all. 

This was the case for the prosecution. 

For the defence, Mr. Worth called the attention of 


the Bench to the fact that the inspector placed the 


contents of the three bottles together, and then divided 
them. That was not in accordance with the require- 
ments of the Act. His next point was that the pro- 
secution must make out a case as laid down in the 
summons. The summons was that on July 26th defendant 
did unlawfully sell, to the prejudice of Thomas Whiteley, a 
certain article of food not of the substance and quality 
demanded by the purchaser. With reference to the word 
It was at one time held that a person who 
purchased anything for analysis was prejudiced. But that 
was only decided by Scotch Courts, the Act being 
applicable to Scotland as well as England, and it was 
supposed to have been formed by a dictum of the late 
Chief Justice Cockburn, who seemed to agree there could 
be no prejudice. In consequence of that an amend- 
ing statute was passed, which said “it shall be no 
defence to any such prosecution to allege the purchaser, 
having bought only for analysis, was not prejudiced by 
such sale.” The effect of that was that it simply put the 
official purchaser in the position of an ordinary member of 
the public purchasing an article. If he were right in that 
contention it was necessary for the Bench to be satisfied, as 
a matter of fact, that an ordinary purchaser of that particu- 
lar article would be prejudiced. That was what he con- 
sidered to be the thin end of the wedge for prosecutions, 
and might probably be undertaken all over the country. 
It was right that the prosecution should go to the manu- 
facturer, but they were not stopped there. They 
could go to every shopkeeper and hotel in Rochdale 
and small houses where temperance drinks were sold, and 
if they got a bottle of soda water that did not contain 
some specific quantity of soda they would be liable to pro- 
secution. He thought he was representing that day 
practically a defunct company, but it was a matter of very 
great importance, so far as the trade was concerned ; it was 
a matter of the greatest importance as to whether those 
prosecutions should be brought against them. ‘That soda 
water was sold as a commercial article without soda in it 
was an undoubted fact. If they required soda water to 
come up to the standard of any British Pharmacopceia it 
would not be sold for that purpose. The British Pharma- 
copeeia was not an authority in courts of law. There was 
no statute which said the British Pharmacopceia should be 
considered to denote what each article of food or drugs, 
or anything else, should consist of. It might be 
a test as to the genuineness of medicines, etc. They 
knew it either met the test or it did not, but with 
regard to soda water it could not be considered as 
the standard for persons to follow who manufactured the 
article. However, if the Bench were against him, he 
would ask them to state him a case; that was, if they said 
specifically it was necessary to have any particular standard. 
He would not even confine the Bench to the British 
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Pharmacopceia ; but if they found, as a matter of law, any 
Standard quantity of bicarbonate of soda was necessary, 
he would ask for a case on the point. His three points 
were: They made a mistake in the way the soda water 
was divided; was the purchaser prejudiced; and if 
there were any specific quantity of bicarbonate of soda 
in the soda water the offence as charged had not been 
committed. 

Robert Walter Oddy, an analyst residing in Rochdale, 


said the soda water contained three-quarters of a grain per 


pint, and that, he considered, soda water. 

The Chairman: What do you call soda water?—Witness 
Ordinary water with bicarbonate of soda added to it and 
charged with an excess of carbolic acid gas. 

The Chairman: Do you know of any specific quantity 
of soda to be used?—Witness: No. There is no 
standard. 

John Lees Buckley said that on the 26th August he 
worked for the company. He remembered Mr. Whiteley 
coming to the place and asking for three bottles of soda 
water. ‘They put bicarbonate of soda in all the water they 
turned out as soda. The three bottles sold to the inspector 
had a quantity of bicarbonate put in. 

The Chairman: Did you put the soda in the bottles ? 
—No, we put it in the solution. 

The Chairman : That is a different thing. 

Mr. Worth : How much do you put in?—An ounce to 
every twelve dozen bottles—eight gallons. 

Mr. Worth: And the soda water the inspector pur 
chased was made out of this solution ?>—Yes. 

Edward Rawstron said the three bottles were purchased 
from him at a cost of a penny per bottle. The pan where 
the solution was put held about eight gallons. He had the 
general management of the business, and he gave the 
instructions to the men to use soda. It was not their 
custom to make it without soda. He did not know they 
were required to put a certain quantity of bicarbonate of 
soda in. 

Robert Walter Oddy said he practised in Rochdale 
as a public analyst. He had analysed one of the samples, 
and found it to contain 6°21 grains of bicarbonate of soda 
per gallon. 

Mr. Hudson: If 55 grains per gallon were put in when 
the water was made it would be in when you analysed itP— 
Witness: Yes. 

The Bench then retired, and on returning the Chairman 
said there had been a conflict of evidence. The Bench had 
carefully considered the case, and had concluded that the 
evidence was in favour of there being a quantity of soda in, 
and the case was dismissed. 


MILK. 


At Greenock, on October 14th, at the instance of Mr, 
Young, inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
two prosecutions for milk adulteration came before Sheriff 
Begg yesterday. Agnes Neill, of South Hillend Farm, 
denied the charge of milk adulteration made against her. 
Mr. Young in his evidence said that on August 12th last he 
purchased in Lauriston Street, from a servant of accused, a 
pennyworth of sweet milk, which on analysis was shown to 
be adulterated with water to the extent of at least ro per 
cent. Accused said no water had been added to the milk, 
and she was confident it was not adulterated. The Sheriff, 
in imposing a fine of £5, said that while accused might not 
know who had added the water, it was evident that there had 
been adulteration, and it was her duty to see that such did 
not take place. 

A similar charge was made against John Alexander, 
farmer, Bogston, and he also pleaded not guilty. Mr. 
Young’s evidence went to show that the milk purchased by 
him was adulterated with at least 11 per cent. of water. 
Sheriff Begg imposed a fine of £5, remarking that it was 
the duty of the farmer to see that the milk sold by him was 
pure. Both fines was paid. 
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COFFEE. 

Ar the Halifax West Riding Court, on Ooratier 15th, 
Henry Jagger, grocer, Shelf, was charged by Mr. W. H. C. 
Crabtree, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, with 
selling adulterated coffee on the 8th inst. The inspector 
deposed to purchasing a sample of coffee at the defendant’s 
shop for analysis, and put in the certificate of the 
County Analyst, which stated that the sample contained 
15 per cent. of chicory. Mr. Edgar Booth, for the defence, 
called evidence to show that the defendant bought his 
coffee in the bean and ground it himself. It was, after 
being ground, placed in a special tin, and nothing whatever 
was added to it. The defendant kept chicory in order that 
customers requiring the mixture might be supplied. 
Mr. Booth asked the magistrates either to dismiss the case 
or to order the sample to be sent for analysis to Somerset 
House. The Magistrates held that the defence was stronger 


than the analyst’s certificate produced, and dismissed the 
summons. 


AN UNSUCCESSFUL VINEGAR PROSECUTION AT 
NEWPORT. | 


VINEGAR was the subject of a police case at Newport on 
October roth, when a grocer was summoned for selling 
vinegar not of the quality demanded. The summons was 
supported by Mr. A. A. Newman, town-clerk; Mr. G. H. 
Llewellyn, solicitor, defended. The sale was admitted, and 
the certificate of the borough analyst showed that the sample 
submitted to him was composed of 4’5 per cent. of acetic 
acid, ‘61 per cent. colouring matter, and 95°34 per cent. 
water. It was also said that the sample contained no 
vinegar. The vinegar was obtained from Messrs. Wool- 
ways, Coleridge, and Co. (Limited), Bristol. —Mr. Llewellyn 
said, in defence, that vinegar was originally ‘sour 
wine,” but the term was now applied to certain 
dilutions of acetic acid. In fact, so indefinite was 
the term that in the Sritish Pharmacopoeia 
recently published no definition was given.—The Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, in answer to the Mayor, 
confessed that the Pharmacopeia was not part of his light 
reading.—Mr. Llewellyn, continuing, remarked that the 
term “ vinegar” was applied to the products of destructive 
distillation of wood. It was recognised that dilute acetic 
acid was vinegar, and was sold and treated as such. The 
percentage of acetic acid in malt vinegar was almost 
exactly the same as in the sample, the only difference 
being in the other ingredients, which depended entirely on 
the substance from which the vinegar was made. All 
vinegar also contained as nearly as possible 95 per cent. 
of water. In an earlier edition of the British Pharmacopeia 
a definition of the word “ vinegar” was given, but it had 
since been discarded.—Mr. G. W. Thompson, analyst for 
the county of Monmouth, generally supported Mr. 
Llewellyn’s remarks, saying that the colouring matter used 
in this case was caramel or burnt sugar, and was quite 
harmless and in general use as a colouring for foods. The 
sample of vinegar submitted to him was a very high grade 
wood vinegar, perfectly pure. Inasmuch as it did not 
contain “ mother of vinegar” it was superior, in his opinion, 
to malt vinegar. There were dozens of brands of vinegar 
on the market perfectly pure. Asa reply to Mr. Newman, 
the witness said that he much preferred acetic acid vinegar 
to the malt variety, and so would anyone who had seen 
them microscopically—Mr. Newman held, nevertheless, 
that when vinegar only was asked for custom meant malt 
vinegar.—In the event the case was dismissed, the Bench 
holding that, as the variety of vinegar desired was not 
specifically mentioned, there was no deception. 


AN ICE CREAM PROSECUTION. 

AT Southwark, on October 12th, before Mr. Fordham, 
Pantaleoni Manze, of Bermondsey Street, was summoned 
at the instance of the St. Olave’s Board of Works for selling 
ice cream which was injurious to health, Mr. Ashdown, 
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sanitary inspector, said that one of the defendant’s men was 
selling the ice cream from a barrow in Maze Pond. A 
sample was analysed by Dr. Stephenson, who certified that 
there were a million microbes in every cubic centimetre, 
which was equal to fifteen millions in a cubic inch. The 
microbes were probably the result of the ice cream having 
been made from decomposing milk. Mr, Fordham said it 
was horrible that such a mixture should be sold, and he 
fined the defendant £10 and £5 53. costs. 


DRUG ADULTERATIONS. 
MILK OF SULPHUR. 


At Malmesbury petty sessions John Painter, chemist, 
of High Street, Malmesbury, was summoned by Mr. Sam 
Smith, Inspector to the County Council under the Food 
and Drugs Act, charged with having sold to him, on August 
11th, to his prejudice, 4 02. of milk of sulphur containing 
60 per cent. of sulphate of lime, thereby not being of the 
nature, 
purchaser. —Defendant pleaded not guilty.—Mr. H. Bevir 
appeared for the prosecution. — Alfred Thornton an 
employee under the County Council, proved having 
purchased 4 oz. of milk of sulphur at defendant’s shop on 
August 11th, for which he paid fourpence, the defendant 
serving him. He handed the purchase to Mr. Smith, who 
came in.—Sam Smith deposed that on receiving the 
purchase from the last witness he informed defendant that 
he proposed having a sample sent to the County Analyst, 
and divided the purchase into three parts, leaving one with 
defendant and sending one to Dr. Dyer, and the remaining 
third he now produced. The certificate before them was from 
Dr. Dyer, and showed that the milk of sulphur contained 
40 per cent. of sulphur and 60 per cent. of sulphate of lime. 
He was a practical chemist himself. In the British 
Pharmacopeeia of 1898, milk of sulphur was described as 
synonymous with precipitate of sulphur. There should not 
be more than a trace of sulphate of lime in the preparation. 
The effect of sulphur and sulphate of lime would be quite 
distinct, and anyone using the purchase would be 
using less than one-half the sulphur they supposed they 
were using. He paid 4d. for the purchase. He had 
paid 5d., 4d., and 6d. for pure precipitated sulphur, but 
all were genuine samples. He made another purchase 
at defendant’s shop the same day, and it turned out 
quite satisfactory.—For the defence, Mr. Painter handed 
in a letter from Dr. Jennings, Malmesbury, and letters 
from various London and other firms in favour of his 
case, and said he, never sold the article as precipitated 
sulphur or pure sulphur. He brought a sample of this for 
their inspection, and should have supplied it had he been 
asked to do so. The article in question he had sold for 50 
years, and never had a complaint, and he believed it was 
not injurious to the system, but better medicinally than pure 
sulphur. If he had done wrong, he maintained that the sale 
of the article by the wholesale houses should at once be 
stopped.—The Bench, having consulted, were of opinion 
that the case had been proved against defendant, but they 
did not think he was at all to blame in the matter, but 
rather the wholesale firm who supplied the drug. They 
should advise defendant in future to obtain from them a 
guarantee for all goods they supplied. They would inflict 
on defendant the lowest possible fine of 6d. and the costs, 
8s. 6d. 

At Chippenham, Alfred Barrett Turpin, chemist, 
Chippenham, was summoned for selling a drug, viz., milk 
of sulphur, not of the quality demanded. — Mr. Bevir 
appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Sam Smith, inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, was also present.—Mr. 
Bevir, in stating the case, said he should like to say 
at the beginning that there was nothing in the proceedings 
to suggest there was any fraudulent intention on Mr. 
Turpin’s part, for he probably sold the drug in the con- 
dition in which he received it from his wholesale house. 
The case was that a {lb. of milk of sulphur sold to Mr. 
Smith was found to contain not more than 50 parts per 
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cent. of sulphur, and not less than 50 parts per cent. 
_ of crystallised sulphate of lime, which latter might be 
considered of the same nature almost as plaster of Paris. 
He proceeded to explain the difference in the composition 
of the drugs, and said Mr. Smith purchased sixpenny- 
worth. On receiving the drug Mr. Smith informed 
Mr. Turpin that he required it for analysis. Mr. Turpin 
_ then offered to change it to the British Pharmacopceia pre- 
_ paration of 1898, and which was required by the County 
- Council. This, however, was no reply to the evil which the 
_ County Council wished to put down. They required that 
the customer should be informed what the preparation con- 
_ tained. Any purchaser buying a }lb. would have been put 
| off with this adulterated article. It was quite open for the 
_ defendant to have drawn attention on the label by some- 
; thing of this kind, ‘‘ Milk of sulphur ; this contains sulphate 
of lime.” This was not done, however, and he thought the 
r circumstances would show that the purchaser did not get 
that which he might reasonably have expected to get. Mr. 
Sam Smith was then called, and stated that when he 
received the drug he said it was for analysis, and then and 
there divided the sample into three parts. He sent one 
by registered post to Mr. .Dyer, the County Analyst, 
another third he gave to Mr. Turpin, and he produced 
_ the third under seal that day.—In answer to Mr. Bevir 
witness said he knew of chemists who sold the mixture 
__ with a statement of the contents marked on the label.—The 
'-County Analyst’s certificate was then read, and stated that 
_ the sample contained not less than 50 parts per cent. of 
crystallised sulphate of lime and not more than 50 parts per 
cent. of milk of sulphur, made as described in the British 
Pharmacopeeia of 1898. He was of opinion that the 
presence of the crystallised sulphate of lime was due to the 
article being prepared by a method other than that 
authorised.—Mr. Turpin produced a list, by which he asked 
the witness to note that the difference in the price of the 
drug in whichever form it was prepared was only rd. per lb., 
so that would clear away somewhat the question of profit 
on the sale.—Questioned further by Mr. Turpin, witness said 
it was not an added adulterant, something which he added ; 
it was in the process of manufacture only.—Mr. Coles, 
chemist, Chippenham, gave evidence as to the custom of 
the trade, and said it had been the custom to sell the old 
form of milk of sulphur.—Mr. Turpin, addressing the Bench, 
said he wished to acknowledge the indulgence of Mr. Bevir, 
and the kind way in which he had conducted the prosecu- 
tion. His defence was that up to three or four months ago 
the Pharmacopceia did not become a legal one, and there 
was very much, he thought, to be said for those who had not 
discontinued immediately the sale of the preparation, and 
he submitted it was a hardship not intended, that all 
the preparations should be immediately disposed of 
and destroyed because of that. It had been recognised by 
the trade as a legitimate sale, and only now had become 
prohibited. He thought it would be sufficient if they used 
that case as a caution ,and not inflict upon him the stigma 
of a conviction, and he believed under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, section 16, they had the power to dismiss 
this case.—The Bench, after a short retirement, returned, 
and the Chairman said there would be no conviction, but 
defendant must be very careful in the future. He would 
have to pay the costs. The labels must be used in future. 
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SUPPOSED DEATH THROUGH TINNED SARDINES. 


Mr. JoHN TRouTBECK on October 13th held an 
inquest on the body of Elizabeth Coutts, 82, a spinster of 
independent means, who died at 6, Bessborough Gardens, 
Pimlico, on the 11th inst. Shortly before she was taken ill 
the deceased had partaken of sardines from a tin which had 
been opened nearly a fortnight previously, and Dr. Roach, 
her medical attendant, certified that the old lady’s death 
was due primarily to ptomaine poisoning from the effects 
of the unwholesome food.—Dr. William Evans, the 
divisional surgeon, who made a post-mortem examination in 
conjunction with Dr. Roach, said he found ample disease 








to account for death without ptomaine poisoning. He 
admitted, however, that ptomaines might have been present 
in the viscera without the autopsy revealing them. He 
attributed death to syncope.—The coroner remarked that 
the subject of tinned foods was one in which the public was 
most vitally interested.—The jury found “ that death was 
due to natural causes,” and returned a verdict accordingly. 


UNSOUND MEAT. 


At Westminster, on October 14th, Joseph Dancey, 
butcher, of Chapter Chambers, Westminster, was summoned 
by Inspector M‘Nair, of the local vestry, for selling and 
exposing for sale a quantity of beef unfit for human con- 
sumption.—Mr. P. Gates, who supported the summons, 
said the inspector removed about 30lb. of beef from the 
defendant’s shop on the roth inst, and brought it to the 
court, when it was seen by his worship and condemned.— 
Mr. Dutton, for the defence, urged that the shop was a 
closed one when the purchase which led up to the seizure 
was made. It was the custom in the trade to close on 
Monday, but it so happened that an assistant was in the 
shop cleaning up, and it was temporarily opened, although 
in one window the blind was down to indicate that no 
business was being done —Mr. Sheil said he would take no 


excuse. He could not conceive anybody buying such 
horrible offal. He imposed a penalty of £10, with ats. 
costs. 


At Lambeth, on October 11th, John Palmer, a butcher, 
of Walworth Road, was summoned, at the instance of the 
Newington Vestry, for exposing for sale 10g pieces of meat 
which were unfit for human food. — Mr. Ricketts de- 


| fended. —'‘The defendant is in a large way of business, 


having several shops in different parts of the metropolis, 
and the shop at which the seizure was made is under 
management. On August znd, Inspector Wilson, an officer 
of the vestry, visited the Walworth Road shop and seized 
10g pieces of meat, weighing, he alleged, upwards of 
one cwt. in the aggregate, which, he suggested, were in- 
tended for sale. The meat seized was admittedly bad, but 
for the defence it was denied that it was exposed for sale, it 
being said that it had been put on one side as unfit for that 
purpose. It was pointed out that the seizure was made 
on the Tuesday following Bank Holiday, and that the shop 
had been closed for the greater part of two days (it having 
been closed since the Sunday morning).—It was denied 
that the quantity seized was so large as represented by the 
vestry.—In the result Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant 
to pay a penalty of £20 and costs, but said there was 
no personal imputation against him. 


COPPER IN PEAS AND BORACIC ACID IN BUTTER. 


In his quarterly report, the analyst to the Flintshire 
County Council says: ‘“ Two samples of preserved peas 
were artifically coloured with copper ; one of them contain- 
ing copper to the extent of half a grain of the metal, or two 
grains of sulphate of copper per pound. The butter con- 
tained 0’53 per cent. of boracic acid, or 37 grains per 
pound. Convictions were obtained, and fines were 
inflicted for both samples of preserved peas, although both 
were strongly defended. The defence in these cases 
always is that the amount of copper is so small; but as the 
highest medical authorities in this country have stated that 
even this small amount is likely to be injurious to weak 
persons and children, also that these coppered articles, if 
eaten regularly for some time, may produce chronic copper 
poisoning, I think the practice must be considered a serious 
form of adulteration. As regards butter adulterated with 
boracic acid, the amount may appear small, but a person 
eating such butter would be taking a medicinal dose of the 
drug daily, and as even small medicinal doses taken for 
some time have been found to produce certain skin diseases, 
and also to impair the digestion, it is time that the use of 
jt in food was stopped.” 
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THE SKIMMED CONDENSED MILK TRADE. 


AT a meeting of the Winsford Urban Council, Mr. Blagg 
asked the Chairman (Mr. W. Stubbs, J.P.) whether he had 
had his attention called to’a letter which appeared in the 
local press on the question of condensed separated milk. 
He (Mr. Blagg) had hoped that the medical officer (Dr. 
Garstang) would havebeen present so that his attention might 
have been directed to the letter, which was in defence of 
the sale of skimmed milk. _It was evidently written in the 
interest of the vendors of this milk, and was calculated to 


mislead the public.—-Dr. Garstang wrote: The action taken | 


by the council on the question of condensed skimmed milk 
appears to have aroused some criticism, which appears 
to be based upon imperfect knowledge. Milk is 
mainly important from our point of view as a food, 
and, indeed, the only proper food of babies. Its 
chief constituent is the fat which forms the cream. This 
averages about 8 per cent. (sometimes rising as high as 14 
per cent.), whilst in ‘‘skim ” milk it is often less than one 
per cent., and in “separated” milk is practically absent. 
It is of no importance to the baby that the casein, or cheese- 
forming portion, is left, because the baby digests it with 
difficulty, if at all, and suffers from want of the fat. 
‘Separated milk,” therefore, whether condensed or not, is 
practically useless for the baby. ‘‘ Milk deprived of its fat 
ceases to be milk in the true sense of the word,” says one of 
the greatest authorities of the day, and the council may 
rest perfectly satisfied that it has done what is right in ad- 
vising people not to administer ‘‘ condensed separated 
milk ” to children at all, and in asking that such 
preparations should be plainly labelled for the pro- 
tection against fraud of the adult members of the general 
public.—The Assistant Clerk read a letter from the Anglo- 
Swiss Condensed Milk Co., enclosing six copies of a report on 
the milk supply of London, reprinted from Zhe Lritish 
Medical Journal of July 27th, 1895, which report gave 
particulars of the amount of fat contained in seventeen 
brands of skimmed milk analysed by Dr. Bernard Dyer. 
The letter read: “ You will notice that Dr. Dyer draws a 
distinction between ‘separated’ milk and ‘skimmed’ milk, 
and, as you are doubtless aware, the courts have decided 
that milk deprived of its cream must be labelled ‘separated 
milk.’ We think this decision is much to be regretted, 
because while everyone knows that skimmed milk is inferior 
to ordinary full milk, ‘separated’ milk is a purely technical 
term, which does not explain itself, nor indicate to the 
uninitiated, that the article so called is_ inferior 
to ordinary full cream milk. For all the average 
housewife knows, ‘separated milk’ may be a superior 
kind of milk ‘ separated’ from impurities, such as dust, etc. 
It would therefore be much better to enforce the term 
‘skimmed,’ whether the cream be removed by hand- 
skimming or by a centrifugal skimming machine, which 
happens to be called in England a ‘separator,’ but which 
is known elsewhere as a ‘skimmer.’”—Mr. Chesters said 
condensed milk was supposed to contain all the best con- 
stituents of milk, whereas the skimmed milk was minus all 
these qualities. He quite agreed that the word “skimmed ” 
ought to appear on the label. People had very vague 
ideas of what separated milk was.—It was mentioned that 
the Council had already joined in a petition to Parliament. 





THE GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


THE report of the Principal Chemist upon the work of 
the Inland Revenue Branch of the Government Laboratory, 
for the year ended March 3tst, 1898, was issued as a Blue- 
book on October 13th. The number of analyses and 
examinations made during the year amounted to 63,313, 
being a slight increase over the previous year, notwithstand- 
ing the interruption caused by the removal of the Depart- 
ment from Somerset House to the Laboratory which the 
Treasury had directed should be built. The first part of 
the report relates to work in connection with the Revenue 








$ at ot pes tigetaa) “O 
ctober 22, 1 896 









0 





Departments. A large number of samples of beer and wort 


were analysed, and among the results it is again shown that 


the practice by retailers of diluting beer is mostly confined — 
Out of sixty samples of tobacco, taken from 


to London. 
manufacturers and dealers, as many as twenty-five, of foreign 
manufacture, proved to be adulterated. 


conformable to law. The consumption of tobacco is stated 
to have increased in greater ratio than the population of 
Great Britain and Ireland during the past ten years by 
more than 53 ounces per head. In 1841 the quantity con- 


Twenty-eight — 
samples of snuff were analysed, all of which were found — 
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sumed per head of the population was less than 14 ounces. — 


Last year the proportion was fully 15 ounces above that 
amount, thereby more than doubling the rate of con- 
sumption since the earlier date. A table is given showing 


the respective quantities of manufactured tobacco and snuff 


exported as merchandise or deposited in warehouse on 
drawback during the year. There is an increase under 
almost every item, but especially in cigarettes, the quantity 
of which was more than double that of the previous year, 
which up to that time was the greatest on record. 
The alcoholic strength of some of the so-called “ temper- 
ance drinks” is a singular feature, though it is said there 
are indications that greater precautions are now being taken 
to keep these beverages within the legal limit of proof 
spirit. Of the 1,580 samples of herb, ginger, and “botanic” 
beers analysed, to ascertain if the proof spirit present was 
within the legal limit of two per cent., it was found that 329 
exceeded that limit, but were within three per cent. 
Among the remainder, 247 ranged higher, 144 containing 
three per cent., but less than four, while a few even reached 
six and eight per cent. Legal proceedings for excess of 
proof spirit in regard to drinks of this description were 
instituted in 119 cases, the penalties amounting to £188. 
Proceedings for diluting or adulterating beer not appertain- 
ing to the temperance category took place in 275 cases, the 
penalty amounting to £6,125. 

The second part of the report shows that 3,480 samples 
were received from other departments than those of Inland 
Revenue and Customs... These were of a very miscellaneous 
description—from butter and gold lace to soaps, cements, 
metals, milk, and sealing wax. The lime and lemon juice 
submitted for approval during the year for use in the 
Merchant Navy was found exceptionally good in quality. 
The samples of imported butter examined, while much 
more numerous than in the previous year, being as many as 
1,271 in comparison with 963, showed a marked decrease 
in the number found adulterated or regarded as of 
“doubtful. purity,” while 1896-7 was itself a great 
improvement on its immediate predecessor. Nearly 
one-fifth of the samples examined were from Holland, 
Canada coming next in number, followed by the United 
States. Altogether the adulterated samples were only 25, 
out of which twenty were from Germany and four from 
Russia. The number of samples of imported margarine 
received for examination was 95, of which 66 were from 
Holland, and 25 from Germany. The German Govern- 
ment have passed a law compelling the addition of 1o per 
cent. of sesamé oil to margarine, with the object of facilitating 
the identification of the latter when alone or mixed with 
butter. Samples of margarine containing no sesamé oil, 
however, continue to arrive from Germany, although the 
law applies to margarine intended for export as well as for 
home consumption. Samples of various kinds were received 
from the War Office, those representing articles of food and 
drink supplied to certain canteens being, in some cases, 
decidedly unsatisfactory. 


A NEW PEPPER ADULTERANT. 


A SAMPLE of ground pepper from Prague was found to 
contain foreign particles not corresponding with any of the 
substances usually employed for mixing with pepper. 
Investigation showed without doubt that the pepper had 
been adulterated with ground coriander-seeds. . 
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A NOVEL ADULTERANT OF POWDERED RHUBARB. 


rm. Era, I have examined several samples of powdered 
arb microscopically, and in two instances a large pro- 
ion of maize starch was present. As I believe this 
novel adulterant it is well that a note should be made 
, that pharmacists may generally examine their stocks. 
‘or some time past maize flour has been largely sold in 
his country, and enters into the composition of many self- 
aising flours ; objection by analysts has been made to it 
in these dietetic articles, and they and every pharmacist will 
ertainly object to its presence in any of their powdered 





- A SNUB FOR MR. WALTER LONG. 

_ REcENTLY there have been a large number of prosecu- 
ms at Dover under the dog muzzling order. In some 
es heard the other day it was stated by the prosecution 
the Board of Agriculture considered. that the muzzling 
order was not properly carried out at Dover, the fines of 
half a crown being inadequate.—The Chairman of the 
Bench said he for one would decline to be a party to fining 
people pounds instead of shillings.—Fines of 2s. 6d. were 
imposed in each case, 

_ We trust that other magistrates will do likewise. 





THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT IN CLERKENWELL 


THE public analyst of Clerkenwell, Mr. J. Kear Colwell, 
has presented his quarterly report to the local vestry. 
From this it appeared that 70 samples had been submitted 
to him under the Food and Drugs Act, and seven samples 
only were found to be adulterated—six of milk and one of 
butter. Several samples of whiskey and rum were amongst 
the number, and these were certified as “genuine and of 
good quality.” 


EGG ALBUMEN. 


In the midst of the interest manifested recently in artificial 
foods, of which albumen is the principal constituent, the 
present position of the clinicians with regard to egg-albumen, 
one of the purest forms of natural albumen easily available 
for general use is a very interesting commentary on the 
subject. It has changed somewhat from the traditional 
medical opinion on the subject, a distinguished clinician, 
whose great forte is dietetics, remarked not long ago that 
he would as soon advise a patient with a delicate stomach, 

an invalid, or a convalescent to take raw meat as to take raw 
eggs. The primary coagulation of the albumen so easily 
accomplished by means of heat calls for the expenditure 
of not a little vital energy. It is often not completely 
accomplished when digestion is weak, and so albumen 
passes through the digestive tract absolutely unassimilated 
or is assimilated in a form in which it is unavailable for 
tissue metabolism, and is excreted by the kidneys in 
a form of alimentary albuminuria. He considered, there- 
fore, that the traditional prescription of egg-nog, the eggs 
merely beaten up raw in milk, for invalids is a mistake. 

As to the cooking of eggs, he did not think hard-boiled 
eggs so difficult of digestion as usually thought. The main 
difficulty is the penetration into the coagulated albumen of 
sufficient digestive fluids. This could be readily overcome 
if the albumen were divided by mastication or during its 
preparation into sufficiently fine particles. In general the 
specialists in diseases of the stomach and intestines seem to 
be agreed that eggs are often unsuitable in disturbances 
of the digestive tract, though it is so usual to recommend 
them as a bland, unirritating article of diet. When 
abnormal fermentation is already going on and diarrhoea is 
present, the nitrogenous portions of the albumen are liable 
to cause further trouble. When constipation exists, and 
absorption and evacuation is delayed, higher and lower 
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albumoses than those available for tissue metabolism are 
formed, and add to the toxemia, for the dividing line 
between wholesome and toxic albumoses is a very narrow 
one. 
Finally, there are some of. the specialists in kidney dis- 
eases who seem to be of the Opinion that just as alimen- 
tary glycosuria may lead to genuine diabetes, so alimentary 
albuminuria may lead toa vitiated habit of kidney epithelium 
that allows the passage even of a serum albumen. From 
this to true degeneration and actual nephritis is but a step 
which has so far not been clinically observed, but which the 
well known insidiousness of nephritides might easily 
) RG been permitted to escape notice so far.—Med. Mews, 





THE QUALITY OF LEEDS MILK. 


THE Leeds Sanitary Committee had under consideration 
on October 13th, the quality of the milk supplied in the city. 
It was deemed desirable that the standard of quality should 
be raised, the English standard being the lowest in Europe. 
It was likewise thought necessary that there should be a 
closer inspection of milk farms in the district, for the purpose 
of seeing that the sanitary arrangements were adequate. 





LEEDS AND THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS ACT. 


Tue following is Mr. T. Fairley’s report on analyses 
made for the city of Leeds during the quarter ending 
September 3oth. The samples received have been :—Milk, 
103; skim milk, 2; condensed skim milk, 1; butter, 2 ; 
liquorice powder, rt ; tinned peas, 1; total 110. Seven of 
the samples of milk were adulterated, six contained 261, 23, 
21, 20, 19, and 18°6 per cent. of water respectively, and one 
had been deprived of 60 per cent. of fat as compared with 
the lowest quality of genuine milk. | Forty-two of the milks 
were reported to be of low quality. Both butters were 
adulterated, containing large proportions of foreign fat, 


amounting to at least 67 and 65 per cent. respectively. The . 


sample of tinned peas was adulterated with copper com- 
pounds corresponding to 14 grains of copper per lb. The 
other samples were genuine. 


COFFEE AND TEA AS CAUSATIVE FACTORS IN 
NERVOUS DISEASES. 


(Concluded from page T1T3.) 


“Large doses depress the respiration and pulse and 
lower the blood-pressure. 

“In man, the pulse, after somewhat large doses, becomes 
very frequent, irregular and intermittent. ‘This effect, Dr. 
Brunton says, occurs in some persons after a single cup of 
coffee, but is prevented in such cases by adding a little 
brandy to the coffee. 

“‘ As a causative factor in nervous disorders we can say 
that its 7é/e is that of a stimulant or depressant, varying 
with the amount, strength, and time at which it is taken, 
and the condition and susceptibility of the subject. Such 
disorders of the nervous system are insomnia and restless- 
ness, fulness and heaviness of the head. Disorders of 
special sense, as flashes of light before the eyes and ringing 
in the ears, frequency, irregularity, and intermittence of the 
heart’s action, and muscular tremor. 

“ The physiological effects of tea have been given much 
study, and it is very difficult to formulate them in such a 
way as to make them applicable to all cases, as these effects 
differ greatly in different individuals in accordance with 
different circumstances, such as age, temperament, climate, 
and conditions of health. 

“Dr. Rolleston, I think, puts it well when he says: 
‘Tea and coffee are nervine stimulants without narcotism, 
It would seem that in their case the work of the nervous 
matter is increased directly, not let loose by narcotism of 





controlling centres. This stimulation, as is usual in such 
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cases, is followed by exhaustion according to , degree of 
previous stimulation.’ 

“Tt seems probable that the aromatic oils, which are 
obviously very different in tea and coffee, are concerned i in 
the disturbance. 

“In my examination of the literature of the subject, 
the observations of Dr. William J. Morton of New York, 
‘and Dr. Edward Smith of London, seem to me to throw 


considerable light upon the matter of our inquiry, and I~ 


shall therefore quote largely from the deductions drawn 
from their experiments. 

“‘, With tea, as with any potent drug, there is a proper 
and i improper dose. 

‘2. In moderation, tea is a mental and bodily stimulant 
of a most agreeable nature, followed by no habitual re- 
action. It produces contentment of mind, allays hunger 
and bodily weariness, and increases the incentive and the 
capacity for bodily work. 

“3. Taken immoderately, it leads to a very serious 
group of symptoms, such as headache, vertigo, heat and 
flushings of the body, ringing in the ears, mental dulness 
and confusion, tremulousness, ‘ nervousness,’ sleeplessness, 
apprehension of evil, exhaustion of mind and body, with dis- 
inclination to mental and physical exertion, increase and 
irregular action of the heart, and increased respiration. In 
short, as Dr. Morton says, ‘in immoderate doses tea has a 
most injurious effect upon the nervous system.’ 

“We will now endeavour to classify the physiological 
effects of tea as to its action upon the different organs and 
functions of the human body. 

“On the Mind.—Tea quickens the intellect both in 
thought and imagination, and takes away the tendency to 
sleep. Tea taken twice through the night, according to 
the experiments of Dr. Edward Smith, prevented any desire 
for sleep. 

“ On Muscular Activity.—Its effects are an increase and 
a greater readiness for and ease on making exertion, and a 
greater sense of exhaustion following. 

““On Respiration.—It has the effect of a respiratory 
stimulant; the depth of inspiration was greater, an in- 
creased volume of air was inspired at each inspiration, 
varying from 3 to 10°6 cubic inches, and it caused an 
evolution of carbon greater than that which it supplied, 
from which it follows that it must powerfully promote those 
vital changes of food which ultimately produce the carbonic 
acid evolved. 

“The rate of pulsation followed that of respiration, 
but in less degree, being either not increased or slightly 
decreased. 

“On the Digestion.—There is no ground for believing 
that it promotes digestion. 

“ On Salivary Digestion.—Tea, according to Roberts, 
has an intensely inhibitory effect, due to the large quantity 
of tannin contained in the tea leaf. Coffee and cocoa have 
only a slight effect on salivary digestion. He says the only 
way to mitigate the effect of tea on salivary digestion is not 
to sip the beverage with the meal, but to eat first and drink 
afterward. 

‘In some instances, especially when used immoderately 
and for a considerable time, it produces delay of gastric 
digestion, which has been ascribed to the effect of tannin 
by some authorities, while others are not certain as to what 
constituent of tea and coffee is the active agent in produc- 
ing dyspepsia. 

“On the Skin.—Tea tends to induce perspiration and 
thereby to cool the body. 

“On Mucous Membranes.—Tea has the effect of in- 
creasing secretion, so that there is no dry skin or mouth 
after tea. 

“On the kidneys tea acts sometimes as a diuretic, due 
partly to its stimulant action on the heart and the rise of blood 
pressure, and partly to its stimulant action on the cells of 
the urinary tubules. Bartels, in his article on ‘ Parenchy- 
matous Nephritis,’ in vol. xv. Zzemssen’s Cyclopedia, says in 
his remarks on ¢veatment: ‘ I forbid the use of tea and coffee, 
which are supposed, and certainly not without reason, to 
exert an irritating action on the kidneys. As to its effect 


upon the urinary excretion, the following facts are given by. 
Dr. W. J. Morton as to the results of Seno EGRe made on 
himself covering seven days, 

“y. A decided increase in the sulphuric and phosphoric 
acids and a moderate increase in the uric acid, while the 
chloride of sodium remained about stationary. 

“2, A steady daily decline in the amount of urine © 


excreted ; this amounted to an average daily decline of 
about two fluid ounces, or to a total decline for the week 
of thirteen fluid ounces. 

“3. A large daily decline in the amount of urea ex- 
creted; this amounted to an average daily decline of 
twenty-four grains, or to a total decline of one hundred 
and sixty-eight grains. The most marked decline was that 
on the first day of ninety-five grains, when he suffered for 
twelve hours from the extreme toxic effects of tea. 

“These results would seem to point to nerve depression 
and a decrease of normal metabolism. 

“As a Cardiac Stimulant.—Schroetter, in vol. vi., 
Ziemssen’s Cyclopedia, says: ‘For the acute dilatation of 
the heart which occurs in the course of inflammatory 
diseases, our object will be simply to maintain the energy 
of the heart’s contraction only through a short period of 
time, and for this purpose stimulants will be of great assist- 
ance, and among these I consider tea of special value.’ 

“The perceptible effects of full doses of tea are, accord- 
ing to Dr. Edward Smith : . 

“yz, A sense of wakefulness. 

“2, Clearness of mind and activity of houekt and 
imagination. 

“3. Increased disposition to muscular exertion. 

“‘4. Reaction with sense of exhaustion following pre- 
ceding efforts and in proportion to them. 

“To sum up, then, tea in moderate doses is a stimulant 
to the nervous system, and in excess a depressant to the 
functional action of the nerve-cells of the cerebrum, 
medulla, spinal and vasomotor systems; and the nervous 
disorders produced by its use, different cases and under 
different circumstances, such as age, climate, susceptibility, 
temperament, and general constitutional conditions, are 
such as are due to overstimulation and depression, the 
result of the reaction following overstimulation of the 
various nerve centres, and may be grouped as follows : 

“Tnsomnia and restlessness, partly through its stimulating 
action on the brain-cells and partly through stimulation of 
the pulse and respiration, as a subsidence of ‘respiration is 
necessary to sleep. 

“ Headache, vertigo, ringing in the ears, flashes of 
light, mental dulness and confusion, apprehension of evil, 
with exhaustion of mind and disinclination to mental 
exertion. 

“Tnereased and irregular action of the heart, increased 
respiration, muscular tremour, ‘ nervousness,’ disinclination 
to physical exertion, hyperesthesia, paresthesia, heat and 
flushings of the body.” 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


ADULTERATED OR UNWHOLESOME FOOD. 
To the Editor of FooD AND SANITATION. 


Si1r,—The honest supply of pure and wholesome food, 
both in the wholesale and retail markets, is a matter of such 
vital importance to the health and stamina of the whole 
nation, that I venture to suggest that every purveyor of food 
should be required to take out a licence at a nominal cost, 
and that the sale of adulterated or unwholesome food, or 
for wilful misrepresentation, should entail the forfeiture of 
such licence, and incapacitate the offender for directly or 
indirectly selling food to the people. 

Honest traders would welcome such a law as relieving 
them from the harassing cutting-down competition of un 
scrupulous rivals. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
James Haysman, President, Tradesmen’s National 
Union 
Finchley Road, Hampstead, London, October 13th. 
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THE GOVERNMENT AND ADULTERATION. 


Ir would seem as if Mr. Chaplin, Mr. T. W. Russell, 
and Mr. Walter Long have been at last found out by their 
best supporters. The National Agricultural Union, under 
the presidency of that staunch Conservative, Mr. Laurence 
Hardy, M.P., have just discussed the humbugging methods 
of these gentlemen. Various branches of the Union, as 
our readers know, have passed strongly worded resolutions 
upon the persistent shelving by the Government of a new 
adulteration Act, and now the General Purposes Com- 
mittee complain that the Government, in spite of the strong 
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Report of the Royal Commission, has delayed action on 
the representations of the Commission, and only in the last 
days of the Parliamentary Session produced a meagre and 
temporary Bill dealing with dairy produce alone. 

This shameful betrayal of agricultural interests, of fair 

play for honest traders, and protection of. the public from 
swindling by foreigners, has at last aroused disgust amongst 
the most consistent and influential newspapers supporting 
Lord Salisbury’s administration. 
__“The Moming Post” expresses its contempt for the 
tinkering proposed bills saying: “Piecemeal legislation of 
this sort is in its effect frequently worse than no legislation 
at all. The whole question of good and pure food for the 
nation should be treated intelligently, comprehensively, and 
drastically in one great measure. For instance, all anti- 
septics, like boracic acid, should be entirely prohibited, as 
they are in France and Germany, when it is a question of 
food for home consumption. There was a time, and that 
not so very long ago, when it was with chemical authorities 
a moot question whether such antiseptics were harmful ; 
but it is now sufficiently established that they are; they may 
not poison, or destroy digestion straight away, but their 
effect is cumulative and distinctly harmful. Again, if the 
importation of margarine be not altogether prohibited, it 
should at least be forbidden to be coloured like butter. In 
all such matters as these—as well as in such a momentous 
question as the use of tuberculous meat and milk, a subject 
which the General Purposes Committee has left alone— 
we look to the National Agricultural Union to help to keep 
the Government up to the mark.” If ever a Government 
required keeping up to the mark, it is this Government cf 
all the pretences. 

Meanwhile, it ought to comfort believers in the Chap- 
lin, Long, and Russell gang, if there be any left, to learn 
that in Lancashire, out of 262 samples of butter purchased 
by the order of the Royal Lancashire Agricultural Society, 
144 were adulterated. Fifty-five per cent of fraudulent 
butter in Lancashire may enable the English farmer to 
understand why he cannot get a fair price for pure butter. 
This result came from samples privately purchased, and in 
a district where the existing imperfect Acts are moderately 
well enforced. What, then, must be the percentage in the 
many places where samples are never taken? 

The Board of Agriculture, after we had for a few months 
strongly exposed its uselessness, at length consented to 
examine imported butters. The results are what we stated 
they would be. Out of 172 samples of German butter 
analysed 32 were adulterated and 23 were doubtful (.e., 
might contain anything up to 20 per cent. of margarine). 
The meaning of this is plain enough to English, Irish, 
Scotch, or Welsh dairy farmers—they must do likewise, 
or go to the wall, for they cannot compete honestly against 
such frauds. It would be consistent with Lord Salisbury’s 
policy of muddle, mess, and funk if the true reason for 
burking the new adulteration Act were fears of hurting the 
susceptibilities of these German thieves, and interfering 
with the commercial development of the Fatherland so dear 
to that staunch friend of England, the Kaiser. 


OUR FOOD SUPPLY IN CASE OF WAR. 


IF we are not at war with France in a few days it will 
not be the fault of the Salisbury family party who rule Eng- 
land. Folly more complete than the mess these incapables 
have made of Kitchener's brilliant victory at Omdurman is 
inconceivable. 

Marchand was known by them to be at Fashoda, and, if 
uninterfered with, he would have been killed or taken 
prisoner. An ordinary person would have left Marchand to 
his fate, or treated him as Stanley treated Emin Pasha—.e., 
insisted on rescuing him and his rag or flag. Such courses, 
however, are not for superior persons of the Curzon order. 
They must pose and show how brilliantly they can bungle 
Kitchener’s success, order the Sirdar to send away all press 
representatives that the fulness of their fatuity may not be 
disclosed, disperse or capture the enemies who would have 
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“wiped out” Marchand and made a loin cloth of his flag, 
and open diplomatic pourparlers with a helpless, starving, 
trapped interloper! This is statesmanship according to the 
Cecil family and its lick-spittles. 

Having thus nullified the advantages Omdurman gave 
us by saving the monkey up a stick at Fashoda, and by 
brilliant diplomacy created a quarrel between France and 
England, the Salisbury family are not likely to suffer should 
war ensue with France. Monetary insults of the “ Pooh! 
Bah!” kind come regularly to them from the Treasury. If 
bread were twenty shillings a loaf they would not be com- 
pelled to starve, although their fatuousness might bring 
starvation and death to thousands. It is well known that 
we never possess even an eight weeks’ food supply. How- 
ever much we may affect to despise the French fleet, it is 
quite capable of stopping a great part of our imported food. 
Preparations for such a condition of things have not been 
made. We possess no national granaries, and the deliberate 
policy of Liberal and Conservative Governments alike has 
been for years to foster foreign trade at the expense of Eng- 
land, and dot the United Kingdom with derelict farms. 
We have permitted Denmark, Sweden, France, Germany, 
and Holland to flood England with adulterated butter. We 
have encouraged brewers and distillers to use foreign-grown 
substances such as rice, sugar, and maize to make beer and 
whiskey from in place of malt, and have become a nation 
of manufacturers unable to produce the food we require. 
Any foreign combination of powers could starve us if they 
could not fight us. | War would at once send food to famine 
prices, which millions of our people could not pay. It 
would teach us one useful lesson—to foster native agricul- 
ture and establish national granaries—but common sense 
should do that without the horrors of war. Our Salisburys 
and Harcourts, big-endians and little-endians, have never 
stirred a finger to this end. 


MUSTARD CONDIMENT OR COMPOUND, 


THE position of the retailer with regard to mustard is 
very liable to attack. Into the various contentions of 
some manufacturers, that it is necessary to add flour to 
mustard to make it keep its colour and avoid rancidity, 
we need not now enter, save to state that there is mustard 
which does not need flour, whilst, at the same time, it must 
be admitted that there is much mustard seed which could 
not be used unless colouring matter and flour were mixed 
with it, and this, of course, is important to farmers who 
may have, owing to bad seasons, imperfectly ripened, seed. 
Again, for export, it is quite true that pure mustard very 
often goes wrong, and that here the addition of flour is an 
advantage. In the home market, however, the thing for 
retailers to observe is, that in every case where the condi- 
ment or compound is sold it should be declared such. In 
the following case we are not surprised that the summons 
was dismissed. It seems clear that Mr. Gumbrell did all 
that any honest dealer could be expected to do and in such 
cases we believe that prosecutions are a mistake. No 
fraud, it is clear, was -intended. 

At Uxbidge, Messrs. Gumbrell and Son were summoned 
for having sold mustard which was not the quality or sub- 
stance of the article demanded.—Mr. Bird appeared for the 
defendants.—Inspector Watts deposed that he purchased 
of Mr. Gumbrell, jun., 3 ozs. of mustard, for which he paid 
3d. The certificate of the analyst he produced showed that 
it contained 15 per cent. of flour—By Mr. Bird: Mr. Gum- 
brell did not suggest that I should take a 4-oz. tin. I do 
not recollect seeing any tins of Keen’s mustard. I had no 
object in asking for the 3 ozs. I did not order the 3 ozs. 
because I knew there were not 3-0z. tins.—Did he tell you 
what this consisted of? No. Mr. Gumbrell did say that 
it was sold as a condiment. I did not make any reply.— 
Did you not reply to this effect: “ Oh, that is what is sold as 
mustard mixture”? Certainly not. JI think I was think- 
ing over what he said, but I did not say anything.—When 
was that said? As he brought it towards me, before the 
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delivery had taken place.—Did you notice Mr. Gumbrell 
put any writing across the packet? No.—Do you complain 
that you are prejudiced by the sale of this? Yes.—Can 
you say in what way? The mustard containing 15 per cent. 


of flour—In further cross-examination, Watts said he did. 


not know that this mustard was dearer than some pure mus- 


tard. He had on many occasions taken samples from Messrs. 


Gumbrell before, but had never had any complaint to make. 
—Mr. George Clayton Gumbrell then deposed that he served 
the inspector with butter, pepper, and mustard. The label 


produced was the recognised label which Messrs. Keen issued - 


on all their tins. For small quantities witness kept the 
mustard in a large vessel, and generally wrapped it up in a 
small wrapper supplied by Messrs. Keen. As a matter of 
fact, he did search for them, but could not lay his hand upon 
them, as he had just returned from a holiday. When Watts 
asked him for the three ounces of mustard he fetched it, 
and as he was carrying it to Watts, remarked, “ This mustard 
contains ingredients usually sold and known as mustard com- 
pound,” and while he was saying this, Watts interrupted him 
by saying, “ Oh, you mean the usual mustard mixture.” Be- 
fore he handed it to Watts he wrote upon the packet jn ink, 
“Compound.” Watts had often taken samples befove. 
The paper produced was the paper that contained the 
pepper. If it had been the mustard paper, the oil wou!d 
have been through it in a very short space of time.—Dy 
Mr. Bird: The mustard compound with flour averages a 
higher price than the pure mustard. I have never added 
anything to the mustard after it had been received trom 
Messrs. Keen. The object of adding flour to the mustard 
is that it keeps the mustard from going rancid, although it 
does not increase the bulk in any way. My grandfather 
and my father have carried on business here for over fifty 
years, and this is the first occasion that they have been stum- 
moned under this Act.—Cross-examined by Mr. Watts: I 
brought the mustard from the other end of the counter, and 
as I was wrapping it up I informed you what it was. I 
carry a pen with ink behind my ear, and I marked it in front 
of you. I looked for the labels before I weighed the mus- 
tard. I told you it was “ compound.”—Mr. Joseph Payne, 
export manager to Messrs. Keen, stated that there were two 
kinds of pure mustard, and some pure mustard was cheaper 
than the compound that Messrs. Gumbrell sold; as a matter 
of fact, the object of mixing the flour was to preserve the 
mustard from becoming rancid. Pure mustard was sold for 
a “quick trade.” The larger proportion of the country 
orders were for compound mustard. The flour was not 
injurious to health, and was not added fraudulently; as a 
matter of fact, it improved the quality. Fifteen per cent. 
was not at all out of the way for this class of mustard. 
Witness produced a form of specification and tender sent to 
Messrs. Keen from the Government, where a large percentage 
of flour is used. 
witness, the Chairman said: We are all clearly of the opinion 
that Gumbrell used the word “compound,” which Watts 
understood as “condiment,” and we therefore dismiss the 
case. Whatever this was, the inspector was told its nature. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Henley-in-Arden Petty Sessions, Edwin Norris, Low- 
sonford, Rowington, licensed victualler, was charged by 
Frederick George Bennett, Warwick, inspector of weights 
and measures under the County Council, with selling brandy 
adulterated with 7.2 per cent. of water beyond the standard 
of 25 degrees below proof, at Lowsonford, on the 25th ult. 
—Mr. Bennett stated that he was served by Mrs. Norris with 
half a pint of brandy, for which he was charged ts. 6d., at 
the Fleur-de-Lis. The analysis received from Dr. Bostock 
Hill, the county analyst, showed the amount of adulteration 
with which the defendant was charged. He had received 
a letter from Mrs. Norris since, saying that she was upset at 
the time she broke the spirits down.—Defendant said he had 
kept the house three years, and did not sell a gallon of 
brandy in twelve months.—Mr. Bennett, in answer to the 
bench, said he had not taken a sample from this house 
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Before Mr. Watts had cross-examined the — 
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before. In answer to the defendant, be said spirits would 


_ get rather weaker through evaporation if not wel corked.— 


_ Fined £71 and tos. 6d. costs. |The money was paid. 
__ Anthony Hanson, licensed victualler, of Rowington, was 
_ charged by Mr. Bennett with selling whisky adulterated with 


6.3 per cent. of water beyond the 25 degrees below proof — 


_ allowed by the Act at Rowington, on the rs5th ult—In this 
_ case Mr. Bennett proved purchasing the whisky at the “ New 
Inn,’ Rowington.—Defendant said he usually attended to 
_the spirits kimself, but this waisky was broken down by Lis 
_ wife.—He, too, was fined £1 and tos. 6d. costs. 

AT Stratford-on-Avon, Susannah Price, licensed 
_ victualler, of Ely Street, was summoned for selling whiskey 
_ to Mr. F. G. Bennett, County Council Inspector, which was 
_ diluted to 23 per cent. below the 25 per cent. below proof 
_ which is allowed by law.—Mr. S. C. Warden defended, and 
pleaded not guilty—Inspector Bennett deposed that on 
September rst he called at the “ Cross Keys,” and asked for 
half a pint of waiskey, for which he was charged ts. 2d. 
The certificate of the analyst showed that there was 23 per 
cent. of water added beyond the 25 degrees which was per- 
mitted by the law.—The Chairman: Did you ask for 
teetotal whiskey ?—{laughter)—The bench said they con- 
sidered that the adulteration was unintentional, but  tl.e 
spirits should be tested more carefully. Mrs. Price 
would be fined ros. 6d. and 15s. 6d. costs. 

At Douglas, on October 14th, John Wilson, landlord of 
the “ Railway Hotel,” Union Mills, was charged with selling 
adulterated spirits.—Inspector John Cain said that on the 
22nd of September he visited the defendant’s hotel and pur- 
chased a pint of Scotch whiskey for 2s. It was 4.2 degrees 
below the legal standard. He also got a pint of Irish 
whiskey, which wis six degrees below, and a pint of rum, 
which_ was 1.7 below the legal standard. The defendant 
} ad been noticed several times about selling weak whiskey.— 
Defendant said he was off the island at the time, and the 
spirits were all right when he left-—The High-Bai iff said it 
was a very bad case. The defendant was fined £2 and 
fees, or 21 days’ imprisonment. 

Tue Castle Mcni Hotel Company was charged wit) tt ree 
offences on the 23rd September—two charges of se.ling as 
a pint of whiskey what was something less than a pint, and 
ane charge of selling rum below the legal strength.—In- 
srect-r John Cain said that on the 23rd September he visited 
the salo n bar at the “ Castle Mona Hotel,” and asked for 
a pint of whiskey, and paid three shillings for it. He ex- 
pected good stuff for that price. (Laughter.) He was 
served by a barmaid named Fanny Tracy. ‘The spirits were 
vigh’, b-ing 19.4, or nearly six degrees stronger than required, 
but the measure was two ounces short. He also bought 
a pint of rum at the same time. ‘This was 2.2 degrees 
below the legal,strength, and was an ounce and a half light. 
—Mr. Coo’e (who defended) asked if the witness gave the 
manager an opportunity of seeing the spirits measured.— 
Witness: No.—Mr. Coole said he thought it would only 
have been fair for the defendant to have had an opportunity 
of witnessing the measuring—Mr. F. W. Naylor, the 
manager, said that a full set of Imperial stamped measures 
was in every bar. He usually kept the spirits five per cent. 
on the right side. The rum was a little old rum that had 
been left by the old company and had been put in bottle, 
and it might have lost a little of strength—A fine of ;£2 
and fees was inflicted. 


A SIDELIGHT ON THE BRANDY TRADE. 


AT West London, on October 22nd, Madze!l znd Co., 
Limited, wine shippers and importers, of Eastcheap, were 
summoned before Mr. Rose for selling a dozen bottles of 
brondy with a false trade description—Mr. Bodkin repre- 
sented the firm of Martell end Co., and Mr. ‘Travers Hum- 
phreys was for Madzell and Co.—An order was sent to the 
defendants for the brandy, which was delivered at Corow11! 
Road, Notting Hill, the labels upon the bottles representing 
the brandy was “ Martell, 1872.”——Mr. Bodkin explained the 
nature of his client’s trade, and said it was not the practice 
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of the firm to describe the age of their brandy when imported 
in bulk, also that they never blended the qualities of brandy 
The labels and cata- 
logues held out that it was a distinct production of Martell’s 
brand, whereas, as a fact, it contained a very small quantity 
of the genuine brandy. However, the prosecution would be 
satisfied with the defendants destroying all labels, catalogues, 
and price lists, and paying ten guineas costs——Mr. Hum- 
p'reys said he had advised a plea of guilty to selling the 
brandy. The position of the defendants was that they had 
no store or labels, and sold the brandy as it was received 
from the agents.—Mr. Rose said he would have been glad 
to enforce the Act, but he was willing to accede to the pro- 
position. However, he fined the defendants #2, with ten 
guineas costs.—A second summons was withdrawn, an 


undertaking being given to recall all catalogues and price 
lists. 


WHIEKY AND RUM ADULTERATEO WITH CAYENNE. 


JANET Mason, of the “ Pear Tree” Inn, Cannock Road, 
Wolverhampton, was charged at the County Petty Sessions, 
Wolverhampton, on October 17th, with selling whisky and 
rum which were not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded by the purchaser.—Mr. R. A. Willcock prose- 
cuted, and Mr. W. A. Foster defended.—Mr. Willeock said 
the proceedings had been instituted by Mr. H. Van Tromp, 
county, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, and the 
defendant was said to have sold diluted whisky and rum to 
Leonard Parkes and William Grassam, two of the inspector’s 
assistants. On August zoth, Parkes visited the “ Pear Tree” 
Inn, and purchased some whisky. It was submitted to 
analysis by Mr. E. W. ‘T. Jones, of Wolverhampton, who 
found that the whisky was diluted with cayenne to the extent 
of three grains per gallon. The object was to give it a ficti- 
tious strength, but it was deleterious to those who drank 
it. A sample of rum purchased by Grassam was adulterated 
with cayenne to the extent of five grains per gallon, and 
another sample was diluted six per cent. beyond the statutory 
limit.—Evidence was given, Mr. Jones stating, in reply to 
Mr. Foster, that the whisky was of more than the minimum 
strength allowed by the Act.—Mr. Foster said he pleaded 
guilty to the charges, but at the same time that did not mean 
tat his client admitted having diluted the spirits. He was 
forced to plead guilty, for he had been thrown over by those 
to whom the sample had been sent, who at the last moment 
sent back a sample stating that as far as they were concerned 
no cayenne had been added by them.—Defendant was 
fined gos. and costs, total, #11 2s. 6d. 








MARGARINE. 


At Tottenham Police Court, Albert Benwell, of St. Ann’s 
Road, Tottenham, was summoned for exposing margarine 
for sale without having a label attached to it—Mr. Windsor, 
for the defence, stated that the label was temporarily re- 
moved whilst being cleaned, the occasion being a Monday 
morning, when the shop underwent a general clearing up.— 


_ The Bench imposed a penalty of 5s. with costs, together with 


analyst’s fee. 

At Leeds, on October 21st, John Harrop, grocer, 25, 
Cromwell Street, znd John Thornton, grocer, 45, Richmond 
Road, were each fined 20s. and costs for exposing for sale 
margarine without having attached to it a label bearing 
letters 114 inches square.— Inspector W. B. Walker 
prosecuted. 


DRUG ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 
GREGORY'S POWDER. 


Messrs. Boots, Limited, were charged at the Shire Hall, 
Nottingham, with selling Gregory’s Powder not prepared in 
accordance with the directions given in the British Phar- 
Inspector Crabtree gave evidence to the effect 
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that he purchased two ozs. of Gregory’s powder, loose, at 
Messrs. 
analyst’s certificate showed that the powder was composed 
as follows: Carbonate of magnesia, 66 ; rhubarb and ginger, 
34. The B. P. gave the following formula: Powdered rhu- 
barb root, 2; ginger, 1; light magnesia, 6.—Dr. Bottrill, for 
the defence, stated that this certificate was not inconsistent 
with the contention that the defendants were selling a pure 
article, though it was poor by reason of its age-—Mr. T. F. 
Harvey, pharmaceutical chemist, said he found that a 
quantity of Gregory’s’ powder exposed to the air for three 
days absorbed about 14 per cent. of carbonic acid gas and 
water.—A fine of one guinea was imposed.—George 
Coombs, of Hucknall, was fined a similar amount for a like 
offence. 
Lime WATER. 


At Swindon, on October 17th, Jesse Boot, chemist, of 
Nottingham, and Henry Jones, of Bridge Street, New Swin- 
don, were summoned on adjournment with selling lime water 
to the prejudice of the purchaser at Swindon on August 
roth.—Mr. Bevir prosecuted on behalf of the Wilts County 
Council, and Mr. A. Muir Wilson, of Sheffield, appeared 
for the defence.—Mr. Wilson having intimated that he was 
prepared to plead guilty to the summons against Jones, 
Mr. Bevir said he was quite ready to accept that plea, and 
ask for a formal withdrawal of the case against Mr. Boot. 
The analyst’s certificate showed that the sample contained 
not more than a quarter of a grain of lime in to fluid 
ounces, whereas the proper proportion was 5 grains to 10 
fluid ounces. ‘There must have been some carelessness or 
negligence, and no doubt the defendant Jones was the per- 
son responsible, as it was from his immediate assistant 
that the purchase was made.—The defendant Jones said 
he was a qualified chemist, and was directly responsible for 
preparations made up at the Swindon shop. The lime 
water was made by his assistant, and he accounted for the 
deficiency from the fact that water was poured on the old 
lime and the bottle was not afterwards shaken.—The Chair- 
man said the Bench would allow the case against Mr. Boot 
to be withdrawn on payment of the costs. With regard to 
Jones, although the pecuniary loss to the customer was very 
small, it was evident that there had been carelessness, and 
carelessness on the part of a chemist seemed to him to be 
extremely serious. At the same time the magistrates would 
only impose the light penalty of “1 and £1 16s. 6d. costs. 
The costs in Mr. Boot’s case were £1 6s. 


VINEGAR AND ADULTERATION. 
WARNING TO RETAILERS. 


THE warning we recently gave to retailers re vinegar 
adulteration has been quickly justified, as the following 
cases show : 

AT Garstang, George Whittingham, of Great Eccleston, 


was summoned for selling adulterated vinegar.—Police Con- . 


stable Ross said he called at defendant’s shop on September 
12th and purchased a pint of vinegar, for which he paid 2d. 
The analyst’s certificate stated: “I am of opinion that the 
said sample contained a percentage of foreign ingredients 
as under: Upwards of go per cent. of dilute acetic acid, 
coloured with burnt sugar, to imitate vinegar.” In the 
observations appended to the certificate it was stated that 
no change had taken place in the constitution of the sample 
which would interfere with the analysis. Acetic acid was 
cbtained by the purification of pyroligneous acid, which was 
got by the dry distillation of wood. Genuine vinegar was 
“a fermentation product.” — Defendant said he always 
ordered 45-gallon casks of malt vinegar, and it was not his 
fault if it was wrong.—The Magistrate’s Clerk: You must 
get your remedy from the person you bought it from.—The 
Chairman: Don’t you get any warranty with it? No.—The 
Clerk: Then you will have to take proceedings against the 
person who supplied you, on the ground that this is not pure 
malt vinegar.—The Chairman: Have you got the invoice of 
this stuff? No, I have not.—The Chairman said it was 


Boots’ shop at Hucknall Torkard.—The public — 











was ignorant of its impurity, and they would impose a fine 
of 2s. 6d. and costs only. 


Mr. Whittingham should sue the makers for damages. . 


It is monstrous that traders should be so victimised and 


suffer loss of money and reputation and the real RS of 


the fraud go scot free. 


Art Bristol, on October roth, John Gordon, who carne’ 


on business as Jordan and Co., at No. 8, Merchant Street, — 
was summoned for selling as pure vinegar a fluid which was 
not pure vinegar. Mr. Wansbrough prosecuted, and the 
defendant was represented by Mr. Taylor (Messrs. Evans 
and Taylor)—Mr. Wansbrough stated that Mr. Simpson, 


Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, called at the de- — 


fendant’s shop and asked for a pint of vinegar. He was 
served from a cask upon which was a label “ Jordan’s Pure 
Vinegar and Pickles.” A sample was forwarded to the 
city analyst, and Mr. Stoddart had certified that the fluid 
was diluted with 99 per cent. of acetic acid, the remainder 
being colouring matter—Mr. Simpson gave evidence bear- 
ing out Mr. Wansbrough’s statement, and the city analyst’s 
certificate was put in.—In cross-examination Mr. Simpson 
said he could not remember if the label on the cask bore 
the words “ Concentrated Vinegar.”—-Mr. Taylor, for the 
defence, stated that the defendant, who was 70 years of age, 
had been obliged to retire from an employment in which he 
had been engaged for 30 years, and the little money he had 
saved he put into the vinegar business, although he knew 
nothing of the trade. A traveller representing a Sheffield 
firm called upon him some time ago and offered to supply 
this concentrated vinegar which, when diluted with water, 
could be sold without any fear whatever of infringing the law 
as pure vinegar.—Mr. Taylor put in a circular which the 
defendant had received from the manufacturers of the fluid 
in respect of which defendant had been summoned. On 
one side of this circular was the wording: “ We guarantee 
that our concentrated vinegar is really and truly and solely 
of vinous origin, and therefore produces a true vinegar of 
the real, original type, which the product of the vinegar 
brewers is not. That, if made as we direct, no prosecution 
can result in conviction, as no law is broken in any shape or 
form whatever. That the vinegar, if made as we direct, is 
legal, pure, unadulterated, contains nothing contrary to law, 
nothing injurious to health, is of good flavour, and well liked 
by the public, and may legally be called vinegar, 
pure vinegar, table vinegar, pickling vinegar, etc.” 


Mr. Taylor mentioned that he would prove 
‘that the fluid was made by the defendant as 
directed. A report was also put in by Mr. Taylor from Mr. 


Stoddart, city analyst, who had examined a sample of the 
fluid as received from the manufacturers. This he stated 
to be composed of acetic acid and other matter, rather 
cleverly concocted, but it was not vinegar. Mr. Taylor 
pointed out that the defendant would be deprived of his 
business as a result of the prosecution, and he asked, if the 
magistrates decided to convict, that a nominal fine should be 
imposed, and he would endeavour to bring the manufacturers 
of the fluid to justice—Mr. Wansbrough remarked that it 


was unjust that the ratepayers should have to pay for these. 


prosecutions, and he asked that the magistrates would make 
an order for the solicitor’s fee and lay it down as a precedent. 
—The bench imposed a fine of 10s. and costs, and ordered 
the defendant to pay tos. solicitor’s fees. 

This case shows how artful are the swindles arranged 
for retailers. In justice to himself, Mr. Gordon ought to 
prosecute this Sheffield firm. 


ADULTERATED BUTTER. 


At Bolton, on October 17th, Hugh Tuttle, wholesale egg 
and butter merchant, was convicted of selling adulterated 
butter, and also of selling margarine not labelled, at Hor- 
wich, on the zoth ult-—The magistrates said they considered 
the case a very gross one. For selling adulterated butter 
Tuttle was fined £10 and costs and ordered to pay two 
guineas advocate’s fee, whilst on the second charge a fine of 
40s. and costs was imposed, making in all £17, with the 
alternative of two months’ imprisonment. 
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THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD’S REPORT ON 
ADULTERATION OF FOOD STUFFS. 


_ THE annual report of the Local Government Board for 
1897-98 gives details showing the extent of adulteration in 
_ this country, and the means taken to punish offences of this 

class. The total number of analyses made during the year 

is 46,856, or one to every 619 of the population of 18091. 
In London, samples were obtained in the proportion of one 

to every 381 persons and in the provinces one to every 693. 
It is pointed out that there are still some districts in which 

the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts are allowed to remain 

_ practically inoperative. | Within the jurisdiction of eight 

county councils, having an aggregate population of 545,353, 

only 70 samples were analysed, or one sample in a year to 
every 7,791 persons ; and in 17 boroughs, with an aggregute 
population of 504,013, only 74 samples were taken, or one 
to every 6,811 persons. In eight of these jurisdictions no 
action whatever was taken under the Acts, and in the re- 
- maining 17 the number of samples examined was too small 
to enable a judgment to be formed of the purity of the food 
supply, or to have had any deterrent effect upon the practice 
of adulteration. It is gratifying, however, to observe that the 
‘number of authorities who neglect to exercise their powers 
under the Acts is becoming fewer every year. The figures 
supplied by 29 metropolitan authorities, eight county coun- 
cils, and 22 town councils, show that the proportion of 
samples taken in 1897 was over two per thousand of the popu- 
lation. In 14 of the 59 districts in which the Acts were 
thus carried out, the proportion of samples condemned last 
year was under 5 per cent. of those examined. Of the 4,383 


+ 
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samples reported by the analysts as adulterated, prosecutions 
were instituted in respect of 2,777 only. Fines were im- 
posed in 2,314 cases, amounting in the aggregate to 
43,983 10s. 4d., excluding costs in most instances. The 
average penalty was thus #1 11s. rod. as compared with 
1 10s. gd. in the previous year. There were four fines 
of £20 each, two of £15,-one of £12, 35 of £10, 13 
between £5 and £10, and 157 of £5. More than a third 
of the fines were of 10s. or under, 177 being less than 55., 
including 65 of 1s., and eight of 6d. each. The following 
table shows the number of samples examined during the 
year, and the percentage of cases in which adulteration was 
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It will be seen from this table that the proportion of 
adulterated samples is 9.4 per cent. of those examined. 
In the years 1895 and 1896 the proportion was 9.3 and 9.2 
per cent. respectively. Milk was the subject of analysis 
in 18,896 cases, of which 1,967, or 10.4 per cent., were con- 
demned, as compared with 11.1 per cent. in 1896. This 
is the lowest percentage of milk adulteration which we have 
had to record. Most of the improvement shown last year 
was in the metropolis, where the proportion reported 
against fell from 17.7 per cent. in 1896 to 14.6 per cent. 
in 1897. Five years ago, 22% per cent. of the samples 
submitted for analysis in London were classed as adulter- 
ated. Nineteen of the 32 great towns included in the 
Registrar-General’s weekly returns had, in 1897, a lower 
rate of milk adulteration than London, and in several of 
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them the rate was under 3 per cent. Thus, in Manchester, 
only 26 samples out of 1,114 were condemned ; in Cardiff, 
Ir out of 409; in Preston all the 43 samples taken were 
genuine; in Oldham, 3 samples out of 150 were reported 
against; in Leicester, 3 out of 126; and in Gateshead, 
1 out of 37. In some instances the public are defrauded 
by the sale, as skim milk, of milk from which practi- 
cally all the fatty matter, so necessary to nutrition, has been 
removed by means of a separator. It appeared from the 
evidence reported in one case that 93 and 95 per cent. 
respectively of the original fat had been removed from the 
two samples of milk examined. The danger of removing 
a large proportion of the natural fat of milk is shown by the 
analyst for St. George, Hanover Square: “The actual 
starvation of infants,” he says, “may result from the fact 
that they cannot obtain from such preparations one of the 
substances essential to their nutrition, and that the absence 
of this substance interferes with the assimilation of such 
nutritive matters as exist in the residual material.” Some 
analysts who recognise the difficulty of distinguishing be- 
tween adulterated milk and milk that is genuine but very 
poor, have caused analyses to be made of samples taken 
direct from the cows. The result has not always been 
satisfactory. By far the richest portion of the milk is that 
which is last yielded by the cow, and if the inspector is 
supplied with the first quart that is drawn, it will probably 
be found to be deficient in fat. The natural yield of the 
cow can thus be made to appear much poorer than it in 
fact is, and a standard based on the analysis of this unfair 
specimen of milk would, of course, be unduly low. In 
some experiments made on behalf of the Corporation of 
Oldham, it was found that the difference in the amount 
of fat caused by keeping what is known as the “ afterings ” 
apart from the “fore” milk was sometimes as much as 12 
per cent. Legal proceedings were taken against the ven- 
dors of 1,193 samples of milk out of the 1,967 samples 
condemned by the analysts, and in 981 cases penalties were 
imposed, amounting to £1,611 12s. 11d. There were 63 
fines of £5 each, five between £5 and £10, 19 of £10, 
one of £15, and two of £20. The remaining 891 fines 
included 132 of 5s. and under, 22 being of 1s., and one of 
6d. Of 1,061 samples of bread and flour examined, only 
nine (of bread) were reported against. Seven fines were 
imposed, amounting in all to £27 4s. 6d. 8,164 samples 
of butter, or what was sold as butter, were analysed, and 
841, or 10.3 per cent. were condemned. A large number 
of samples of margarine were also taken, and most of them 
were sold contrary to the provisions of the Margarine Act, 
1887. The analyst for a London parish reports that 60 per 
cent. of the margarine samples analysed by him in 1897 
were unlabelled. A few samples of butter were condemned 
on account of their having contained an excess of water. In 
the West Riding of Yorkshire one sample was met with 
which had no less than 37.3 per cent. of water, which is 
more than twice as much as properly-made butter need 
contain. 

On this subject the analyst for Derbyshire states: “ Dur- 
ing the past three years 564 samples of butter had been 
submitted to me under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act; 
these samples have comprised English, Irish, Danish, Ger- 
man, and colonial butters, both fresh and salt. Of these, 
only 17, or 3 per cent. of the whole, contained more than 16 
per cent. of water.” Some of the samples were reported 
against on account of the unacknowledged addition of boric 
acid. In many cases the quantity added was very small, 
but one sample in Glamorganshire was stated to contain as 
much as rr2 grains per lb., or 7 grains per oz. ‘The ana- 
lyst says: “ A medicinal dose of boric acid is from 5 to 30 
grains for an adult, so that it is possible to consume with the 
above sample a medicinal dose of borax at each meal.” — In 
different parts of the country the percentage of butter adul- 
teration varied considerably. In London the rate was 14.4 ; 
in the 32 great towns it was 16.9; and in the rest of the 
country taken together it was as low as 6.7 per cent. The 
number of samples of butter submitted to the analysts by 
private purchasers was 320, and of these as many as 175, 
or 54.7 per cent., were condemned, This number includes 
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262 samples taken by a special inspector of the Royal Lan- 
-cashire Agricultural Society under an arrangement by which 
_ the analyses are made by the county analyst free of charge 
to the society. Of these 262 samples, 144, or 55 per cent., 
were reported against. In a previous report it was men- 
tioned that the county analyst accounted for this extraordin- 
arily high rate of butter adulteration by stating that the 
inspector of the society by devoting himself entirely to butter 
had become to a certain extent an expert in that one article, 
and was able very frequently to distinguish impure or doubt- 
_ ful from genuine butter by simple inspection, and only 
samples which he thought suspicious were purchased by him. 
Legal proceedings were taken in respect of 705 samples, 
and 619 fines were inflicted, amounting in all to 
4#1,155 os. 6d. There were two fines of £20 each, one of 
#15, one of £12, 13 of £10, four between £5 and £10, 
and 51 of £5. The remaining 547 fines averaged 
ZI 4s. tod. each. 
Of the 1,906 samples of coffee examined, 183, or 9.6 
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per cent., were condemned, this proportion being a slight » 


increase on that of the preceding year. As usual, many 
samples contained chicory in large quantities, some having 
as much as three parts of chicory to one of coffee. One 
sample contained 80 per cent. of chicory, and the analyst 
states that it was described as “ French coffee prepared in 
England, a mixture of choice coffees with the best Belgian 
chicory—purity and quality guaranteed.” Proceedings were 
taken in 112 cases, and 98 penalties were imposed, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to £114 16s. 6d., there being four fines 
of £5 each. 747 samples of sugar were examined, and 56, 
or 7.5 per cent., were reported against, generally on account 
of the addition of a small quantity of an aniline dye to colour 
the white crystals of beet sugar so as to imitate Demerara 
cane.sugar. There were 36 penalties imposed, amounting 
to £46 13s., one being of £5. 
analysed, 44, or 5.5 per cent., were condemned. 
fines were inflicted in 13 cases. 

Six hundred and fifty-eight samples of confectionery and 
jam were submitted for analysis, and 35 were reported 
against, 14 fines being inflicted, amounting in all to £7 3s. 
Many of the condemned samples were of sweets coated with 
paraffin wax. “It is difficult,” says the Derbyshire analyst, 
“to imagine any form of adulteration more dangerous to the 
health of the community than this. Paraffin wax is un- 
affected by strong mineral acids or alkalies even when boiled. 
The wax is not melted in the stomach, but softened slightly. 
It may possibly then pass into the intestines, where it may 
either cause inflammation or create obstruction.” For some 
years the adulteration of pepper by ground olive stones was 
exceedingly common. ‘The analyst for the county of Lan- 
caster, referring to the organised system of fraud in pepper 
which prevailed 12 years ago, states that at that time 4o 
tons of spurious pepper were returned to one London ware- 
house from Lancashire alone. In the five years 1886-90, 
as many as 690 samples of pepper were condemned in Eng- 
land and Wales. The returns for 1897, however, show that 
the adulteration of pepper has almost died out, for, of the 
1,462 samples examined by public analysts, only two were 
reported to be adulterated. 1,516 samples of lard were 
taken, and 11 condemned, mostly on account of the presence 
of a small percentage of water, from which lard should be 
free. Two fines were inflicted. 


Small 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 


By Dr. ALFRED Hiri (Medical Officer of Health, 
Birmingham). 


At the annual Congress of the Sanitary Institute, held 
at Birmingham, Dr. Hill, in the course of his remarks, said 
that the subject, which was one of much interest and im- 
portance from a sanitary point of view, had necessarily 
occupied much of his attention, but hitherto had not 
received that consideration in their sanitary gatherings 
which it deserved. He referred to the use and effect on 
health of certain food preservatives, some of which possessed 
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| additional interest from their comparatively recent introduc- — 


tion, the rapid and enormous development of their applica-— 
tion, their chemical.composition, and the uncertainty of 
their physiological effects. Admitting that the preservation 
of food was absolutely necessary, they might yet properly 
consider whether the methods ad pted were such as 
commended themselves to approval or not, or whether 
certain of them should not be forbidden, or, at least, 
strictly regulated. Besides what might be called the 
natural preservatives, there was a class of chemical 
substances called antiseptics. ‘Their operation varied con- 
siderably ; in some cases they acted simply by combining 
more or less firmly with water; in others by coagulating 
albumen, which was one of the nitrogenous ingredients of 
food most prone, in the presence of moisture, to putrefac- 
tive change; in others they acted by preventing the develop- 
ment of ferments, or by killing any that existed. Food 
preservation was naturally of ancient origin, and was com- 
mon to every country in the world in some form or other. 
The principal methods for affecting it were hy—(1) drying 
(heat), (2) smoking, (3) salting, (4) sugar and vinegar, (5) 
exclusion of air, (6) certain mineral or organic antiseptics, 
(7) cold. Drying as a method of preservation received 
abundant illustration in the vegetables and fruits which were 
articles of daily consumption, Familiar examples of dried 
fruits were seen in figs, raisins, currants, prunes, dates, and 
many other products of the vegetable world. Sometimes arti- 
ficial heat produced by the burning of certain kinds o! green 
wood of an aromatic character was used, and in these 
instances the heat was assisted by the smoke, which con- 
tained certain antiseptic principles, such as creosote in 
small quantity. Salting was the most generally employed 
method of preserving many kinds of food, especially meat, 


| fish, and eggs; and, among vegetable substances, gherkins 
Of 801 samples of mustard | 


and olives. Besides being a very efficient preservative, salt 
was a very suitable one to employ, for various reasons. In 
the first place, it was a natural and indispensable ingredient 
of the animal body ; it was never absent from the tissues 
and certain fluids and secretions, and was, therefore, 
absolutely essential to life, it was, indeed, to be regarded 
as a mineral food, as necessary to the constitution and 
repair of the body as lime or phosphorus, or the 
organic elemen's themselves. He need only mention 
the effect of sugar in preserving fruits, condensed milk, 
and meat; while vinegar had a still more restricted but 
perfectly unobjectionable application. Fxclusion of air, 
with its attendant sterilisation and exclusion of bacteria, 
was a means of food preservation which had been in use 
for a long time, and it acted by the withdrawal or exclusion 
of that elementary constituent of the air which was more or 
less necessary to the process of decay—viz, oxygen. But 
of all the plans adopted for excluding air, the sea ing up of 
food in vessels from which the air had been excluded, 
either simply or by its replacement by some other perma- 
nent and inactive gas, such as carbonic acid, carbonic 
oxide, nitrogen, or by sulphurous acid, was found to answer 
In his capacity of public analyst to the city he had 
necessarily had considerable experience of the adu'teration 
of important articles of food with preservatives, some 0 
which were of quite modern application. He referr. af 
more particularly.to boric acid, borax, salicylic acid, and 
formic aldehydes ; but others were sometimes employed, 
such as solium fluoride and the sodium carbonates. The 
introduction into food of substances of the’ character 
of chemicals and drugs, the action of which was 
little understood, presented a new difficulty to the 
analyst, and might constitute a grave danger to public 
health. The food purveyor was continually seeking to 
discover new methods for improving the appearance, for 
preserving the freshness, or for otherwise manipulating the 
food he dealt in. As long as those methods were justified 
by experience, or were known to be harmless, nothing could 
be said against them ; but neither experience or knowledge 
conld sufficiently assure them on that point with regard to 
the safety of the preservatives which had of late years come 
into vogue. The substance principally used in preserving 
milk, butter, cream, and meat was boric acid, or its salt 
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_ borax, or a mixture of those with each other and with sub- 
_ stances such as common salt. We had to ascertain, then, 
what were its effects on health, and, though the evidence on 
that point was not as complete as could be desired, it was 
_ sufficient to guide them in forming an opinion. It had been 
experimentally shown that boric acid was fatal to the lower 

organisms, both vegetable and animal ; it was also fatal to 
the higher vegetable organisms. Various physiological 
4 experimentalists had paid attention to its effects on animals. 
It was only fair to say that some _ authorities 
considered the amount of boric acid actually required 
_ for preservative uses was without injury. With large doses 
of borax, however, positive evidences of physiological 
- disturbance were found, and with very large doses of borax 
there was a tendency towards diarrhoea, and an increased 
_ excretion of mucus in the intestinal tract. Whatever minor 
_ differences might exist among physiological experimenters 

and others, they agreed upon one thing-—viz, that, even if 
_ small doses exerted apparently no serious influence upon 
_ health, the same could not be said of large doses. There, 

then, was one great source of danger, inasmuch as it was 

impossible to control the quantity of the preservative added 

by one person alone, while there was no guarantee that 

successive persons might not each make an addition of it to 

one and the same article of food. In support of the 

Opinions of psychological experimenters and toxicologists 

quoted, he added those of Dr. Stevenson and Dr. Luff, 
_ gentlemen of large and special experience, and analysts to 
the Home Office. Dr. Stevenson did not think that an 
habitual dose of four grains a day would produce any 
deleterious effect on the constitution, except there be 
some peculiar idiosyncrasies. He thought that ten 
grains a day—ten to fifteen grains a day — was 
the maximum permissible to an adult, and that there was 
no safer preservative than salt. If asked to advise what 
quantity of boric acid he would allow milk to contain, he 
replied that he would not allow any to be used, his 
reason being that it enabled milkmen to palm off stale milk 
as fresh. Dr. A. P. Luff expressed the opinion that the 
equivalent of a little over four grains of boric acid taken 
daily would prove injurious to health. On turning to 
medical practit:oners, physicians, and surgeons, they found 
a pretty general concurrence of opinion on the main 
question. Food purveyors had very indefinite notions on 
the question of quantity, and while one considered 18 grains 
of boric acid sufficient to preserve a pourd of butter, 
another used for the purpose 80 grains ; but if 18 grains were 
all that is recessary, why use 80? For if the former quantity 
was harmless, there is no proof that the same can 
be said of the latter. From that point of view he could 
only come to the conclusion that the use of chemical 
preservatives ought to be prohibited altogether. In 
considering this question of small quantities of preservatives, 
he could scarcely regard them as fraudulently increasing the 
bulk, weight, or measure of the article. On the other hand, 
they must not confine their vizws to the injury which they 
caused by their own direct physiological action ; they must 
bear in mind that they enable foods to be sold as fresh 
which were stale, and which have undergone such putre- 
factive changes as to make them frequently harmful, and 
sometimes actually poisonous. One of the difficulties in 
the way of putting down the use of preservatives was the 
different way in which it was regarded by the bench in 
adjudicating on those cases. It seemed to be that magisterial 
decisions very frequently hinged on an altogether erroneous 
application of one of the provisions of the Adulteration Act, 
and so led to the dismissal of cases which, if decided on the 
proper reading of the Act, would result in convictions. 
After mentioning in detail the various acids used as food 
preservatives. Dr. Hill said that milk was the one perfect 
food, especially valvable for invalids and children—it was 
the one which far excelence ought not to be tampered with. 
It was true that milk soon changed; it did not keep in- 
definitely, and evidently nature did not intend it to do so. 


‘The young of all mammals naturally received it directly | 


{rom the mother, and the more directly obtained the better. 
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It is only the ingenuity of man which was exercised to. 


circumvent natural law in that connection, and as long as 
that was done without medication and adulteration there 
was no objection, and happily they knew a safe means of 
doing it. It was admitted that the decomposition of milk 
did not occur in properly-conducted dairies under forty- 
eight hours, which should be long enough to allow of its 
distribution, and where it was found necessary to add anti- 
septics to make it keep so long it was because the treatment 
of it was careless or dirty, or otherwise bad ; so that preserva- 


tives were often added to the milk of the dairies to compensate 


for the faults of its treatment, which supineness only 
encouraged. An argument of considerable force against 
the prevention of change in milk by added chemicals 
was furnished by the circumstance that morbid milk, 
whether by itself or mixed with normal milk, very soon 
changed, and such premature change was of the greatest 
value as an indication of the unhealthy condition of the 
milk, and a signal to direct attention to its cause. If the 
addition of chemicals to food were necessary, some favour- 
able consideration might be given to it; but it was not 
necessary, as was proved by the fact that it was 
only used to a limited extent. Butter was brought 
here from Australia in excellent condition, a distance 
of about 15,000 miles, without the addition of any 
preservative whatever, simply protected by a low tem- 
perature. Was it not an 
suppose, then, that it was necessary to heavily drug 
butter from Cork, or from the continent of Europe, about 
200 miles off, and occupying only a few hours in transit ? 
That simple question was answered emphatically in the 
affirmative by the fact that not all the butter from these 
places was so drugged, but only some of it. That there 
was just as little necessity for preserving meat by the 
addition of chemicals was proved by one gigantic fact, 
viz., that last year no less than 6,551,280 cwt. of meat 
were imported into this country from Australasia, the 
Argentine Republic, and the United States without the 
employment of any other means than either refrigeration 
or freezing, the latter method being employed for 
the meat sent from the two former countries. and 
“chilling,” of refrigeration only, for that from the latter. 
Among the advantages of preservation by refrigeration 
might be mentioned: (1) It had been proved the most 
effective as a preservative, surpassing in efficiency salting, 
boric compounds, or any other practicable method ; 
(2) it added nothing and subtracted nothing from the 
article preserved, not even the water, and in no material 
sease altered its quality ; (3) it caused no change of appear- 
ance or taste, but left the meat or other substance 
substantially in its original condition, while it rendered it 
neither less nutritious nor less digestible, which could not 
be said of some other methods in common use. His con- 
tention was that all additions to food whose influence on 
health was doubtful ought to be prohibited, and their use 
supplanted by refrigeration. It was expected that the Food 
Products Commission, which sat for several years, and took 
a very large amount of evidence, would have resulted in the 
furtherance of that question. (Cheers.) 

Dr. Fosbroke (Worcestershire County Council) moved 
a vote of thanks to Dr. Hill for his address. He ex- 
pressed the opinion that in many districts the Food and 
Drugs Act was a dead letter, and that in such places 
adulteration had been reduced to a fine art. He trusted 
that municipalities and other authorities who had the power 
would enforce the provisions of the Act. Preservatives 
should not be added to food if they were harmful. 
(Hear, hear.) He looked upon boric acid in some respects 
as he did upon arsenic. The latter was a very useful drug 
in small quantities used under skilled direction, and so it 
was with boric acid. He contended, at any rate, no milk 
containing boric acid should be given to children or 
(Hear, hear.) 

Dr. Robinson seconded the proposition, and said that 
he was convinced from personal experience of the dele- 
terious effect of boric acid in food, and his conviction on 
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the point was strengthened by what Dr. Hill had on 
before them. 

Professor McWeeney (Dublin) said that they were 
greatly indebted to Dr. Hill for the way in which he had 
classified the drugs used in preserving food, and the effect 
they had upon the digestive organs. Healthy subjects 
might be able to deal with such matters in small quantities, 
but the conditions of the organs of all subjects were not 
n that happy state. For instance, babies and persons 
suffering from chronic kidney disease were not able to 
eliminate boric and salicylic acid from milk. He said that 
in Paris the medical profession were in favour of elimi- 
nating all such substances as had been mentioned from 
food, and it seemed that in France and other countries 
much quicker effect was given by governing bodies to the 
reports of medical and other experts than was the case in 
England. With regard to beer, which he looked upon as 
one of the food substances, he would be glad to know from 
someone of experience what the effect of the numerous 
drugs advertised as preservatives was. 

Dr. Brown Jackson hoped that the chairman would 
bring forward a resolution on the subject. 

The proposition was carried, and Dr. Hill, in reply, said 
that before the Congress separated he would place a resolu- 
tion before the members. 

Later in the sitting the chairman proposed ‘ That 
Section 1 of the Congress recommends the Council of the 
Sanitary Institute to present a memorial to the proper 
authority cal.ing attention to the recommendations of the 
Food Pioducts Commission, and urging that investigation 
by recognised scientific authorities into the effect of pre- 
servatives on health be forthwith set on foot, and that a 
court of reference be established.” He thought that would 
bring matters to a focus, otherwise they might go on for 
years without any practical result. (Hear, hear). 

Mr. Vincent Jackson seconded the resolution, which was 
carried. 





ADULIERATED PEPPER. 


THE pending prosecutions naturally direct attention to 
the chemical constitution of pepper, a subject in one way 
well known, but in another hardly examined as yet (says 
Produce Markets Review). The active properties of the 
spice depend upon the presence of an acrid resin, a vola- 
tile oil, and a crystallisable substance called: piperine or 
piperin. The latter is said to have no colour, flavour, or 
smell, and to consist of piperic acid and a liquid colourless 
alkaloid known as piperidin, which boils at 106 degs. C. and 
then smells of pepper and ammonia. ‘The resin is very 
acrid, and the oil has the smell and taste of pepper. The 
physical structure of the corn is extremely complicated, and 
its cellular composition seems to have been carefully 
studied under the microscope. With all this detailed know- 
ledge it appears to be wanting in practical application. What 
is wanted from scientific men is a guide to what constitutes 
the intrinsic value of pepper. Is it the resin, the oil, or the 
piperin ; or must all three be taken together, and, if so, 
in what proportions? Again, a very important practical 
question is, whether the various valuable constituents are 
equally diffused perpendicularly through the whole of the 
corns, or whether they are to be found. separately, in the 
various horizontal coloured layers, from the black rind to 
the innermost white centre. The local arrangement of the 
constituents is of great and increasing importance, from the 
immense amount of decortication and sifting that now 
goes on in the search, not for the best or most 
pungent, but for the whitest pepper. It is certainly the 
distinct impression of those best acquainted with the trade 
that the whiter the pepper the worse it is as a spice. Of 
course, if the public prefer a nearly flavourless white flour 
to a pungent dark pepper, they get what they ask for, 
especially as these white powders, when honestly pro- 
duced, are extremely expensive, and fetch a high and 
consequently relatively profitable price. But given a 
taste for white flavourless pepper, it can be dishonestly or 
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esa ailenile satisfied without conn to any great expense, 
The adulterator for years has found ground rice a cheap 


and harmless commodity to vamp off as pepper, but that. 


is a substance which the analyst can readily enough detect. 
The refuse shavings in making buttons from white bone or 
earth nuts would certainly not have been a substance 
which the ordinary mind would have selected for 
adulterating pepper, but finely ground up it appears to 
yield an opening for the fraud ona large scale. Sam Weller’s 
story of the sausage maker who mysteriously disappeared, 
and whose sad end was only traced after a lapse of 
time through the widow coming across one of the 
deceased’s trouser buttons in her sausage, however, 
suggests an analogous test. It appears that the analyst 
can detect the button refuse in pepper by incineration, 
because the ash is so_ suggestively large. There 


is a mysterious demand for empty walnut shells, in some 


quarters supposed to be devoted to spice grinding. 
Whether they turn into pepper or into nutmegs, or mace, 


cassia, cinnamon, or what not, would be an interesting — 


subject for inquiry. One would not think that pepper at 
its present prices would so largely invite apt adulteration’s 
artful aid. Inthe old times, when a peppercorn rent meant 
something tangible, it was different. Alaric the Goth, in 
A.D. 408, imposed a fine of 3,o00lb. of pepper as part of 
the ransom of the city of Rome. ' The Portuguese were led 
to discover and sail past the Cape of Good Hope in their 
search for cheaper pepper. If Henry the Navigator and 
other great sailors had lived in these days of poivrette, 
button refuse, and ground rice, they would only have had to 
visit certain English spice mills and the problem would 
have been solved, while the South African question would 
not be with us. 


ARTIFICIAL ALCOHOL. 


As immense manufacturing interests would be benefi- 
cially affected by a cheapened production of alcohol, any- 
thing that points to a synthetical process of ready applica- 
bility on a commercial scale is very closely scrutinised by 
the chemical world. “The Scientific American” in a 
recent issue tells of “ A By-product of Iron-making,” a sub- 
stance that has been called carbolite. From this substance 
can be easily obtained ethylene gas in the same way that 
acetylene gas is obtained from calcium carbid. By treat- 
ing ethylene gas with concentrated sulphuric acid and 
afterwards boiling its solution with water ordinary ethyl 
alcohol is produced. There is a fortune waiting the one 
who discovers a practical method of effecting the trans- 
formation. 


DETECTION OF GELATIN IN CHOCOLATE. 


Ir is possible to add ro per cent. of water to chocolate 
which contains 5 per cent. of gelatin without materially 
altering the consistence of the product. A simple test for 
the presence of gelatin is therefore valuable. P. Onfroy 
employs the following method to detect this sophistication : 
When the gelatin is present in notable quantities, 5 grammes 
of the sample are powdered and treated with about 50 C.c. 
of boiling water, 5 C.c. of ro per cent. lead acetate solution 
are added, and the mixture filtered; to the filtrate a few 
drops of saturated aqueous solution of picric acid are 
added. If gelatin be present, a distinct precipitate will be 
obtained. Pure chocolates give no precipitates. When only 
a small quantity of gelatin has been added, the above 
method is not available, since the tannin naturally present 
in the chocolate will prevent the liberation of the gelatin. 
In this case to grammes of the sample are taken and treated 
with 125 C.c. of hot water, then with 5 to 10 C.c. of ro per 
cent. solution of potash, and lastly with the lead acetate 
solution as before. The filtrate from this mixture when 
neutralised will give the ordinary reactions for gelatin.— 
“Journ. de Pharm.” (6), viii., 7 
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SAMPLES OF THE FAIR PLAY NATIVE DAIRY FARMING 


RECEIVES. 


THE following compilation of some prosecutions for 


butter adulteration during the past fortnight shows how 


yr 


enormous is the sale of margarine and mixtures as butter, 
and that it is the duty of Parliament to legislate at once on 


the subject. 


The number of cases where mixtures are 


palmed off as pure butter afford evidence that this form of 
fraud can only be suppressed by prohibiting altogether the 


sale of mixtures. 


Unless the friends of English agriculture 
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keep the Government worried and threaten and mean real 


revolt and defection from support of the ministry on other 
questions, we shall get no legislation next session on adul- 
teration. The Dairy Farmers’ Association had some plain 
talk to Mr. Jesse Collings at its late meeting on this point. 

Professor Long moved: “ That, in the opinion of this 
meeting, a Bill embodying the views expressed by the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons on the adulteration 
of Food as far as relates to dairy produce should be intro- 
duced into Parliament, and a serious effort be made to 
pass it into law.” Business men in this country, among 
whom were members of the association, were promoting the 
objects of the French dairy farmers in the hope, he sup- 
posed, that it would cut.the trade under their feet. As an 
instance of this, he mentioned that milk from France was 
being sold here at 3d. a barn gallon less than it could be 
purchased in England. Their friends were proposing to 
“boycott” their milk, and unless they adopted the same 
tactics in regard to foreign milk they would not succeed, as 
they had nothing to hope for from Parliament. If they 
did not succeed in getting the Government to insist that 
French milk shall be sold as such the industry would be- 
come as great as the French butter trade, to the detriment 
of English dairy farmers. As to butter adulteration, what 
they wanted was the prohibition of colouring and mixing, 
and unless they insisted on the two they would fail at every 
step they took. If a Bill was introduced by Mr. Chaplin 
without these two provisions it would be worthless. 

There are surely a score of Conservative Members of 
Parliament belonging to the Central and Associated Cham- 
ber of Agriculture, the Dairy Farmers’ Association, and 
agricultural organisations, who ought to have backbone 
enough to tell Lord Salisbury and Mr. Balfour that if there 
be no legislation on adulteration next session they must re- 
fuse to support the Government! ; 

LAMBETH PoLiceE Court on October 27th had a signifi- 
cant series of prosecutions of grocers for selling margarine 
as butter. 

A. J. Vial, Brayards Road, Peckham, was summoned for 
selling as butter a substance which contained 80 per cent. 
of margarine.—Mr. Ricketts, defending, said there was no 
such thing as rod. pure butter at this time of the year. The 
wholesale price of pure butter at that moment was ts. 4d. 
per lb.—Mr. Marsden stated that two other samples of rod. 
butter taken on the same day proved to be pure.—Mr. 
Ricketts: Then they sell it at a loss, that is all I can say.— 
Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to pay a fine of 2os. 
and 17s. 6d. costs Mrs. Rogers, Albert Road, Peckham, 
was fined 5s. and 12s. 6d. costs for delivering margarine to 
the purchaser in an unstamped wrapper; and David Owen, 
Waterloo Street, Camberwell, was fined 20s. and 17s. 6d. 
costs for exposing margarine for sale without having the 
same properly labelled. Thomas Goodman, Westminster 
Bridge Road, was summoned for selling as butter a sub- 
stance containing 85 per cent. of margarine. The price 
paid was rod. per Ib.—Mr. Ricketts stated that .a mistake 
was made upon this occasion by the assistant by whom the 
sample was served.—Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to 
pay a fine of 20s. and costs. Arthur Clark, Bird Street, 
Kennington, was summoned for selling as butter a mixture 
containing 35 per cent. of margarine. The defendant said 
he bought the butter as pure and sold it as such. He was 
so much surprised when he received the summons that he 
had the sample which had been left with him analysed, but 
the result confirmed the vestry’s analysis. He bought this 
as fresh butter—Mr. Hopkins said he must treat it as an 
accident, and inflict a nominal penalty. The defendant 
would be fined ros. and costs. Ernest Lyddon, Vassall 
Road, Brixton, was summoned for selling as butter a mix- 
ture containing 80 per cent. of margarine, and was ordered 
to pay a penalty of 20s. and costs. 

In these cases, with one exception the penalty is very 
inadequate, and scarcely likely to suppress a very profitable 
imposition. 

AT Ilkeston, on October 2oth, Melia and Co., grocers, 
were summoned for selling adulterated butter.—Mr. Clifford 
stated that the sample purchased at the shop was certified 
by the county analyst to contain 21.75 per cent. of water. 
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PURE, WHOLESOME, Dé LIsIoUs. 


BIRD'S 
CUSTARD | 


POWDER 


The unfailing resource of every Lady of the House and 
successful Housekeeper. 


NO EGGS! NO TROUBLE! NO RISK! 


The sale was admitted by Mr. Jackson, who stated that his 
clients held a guarantee from Messrs. Hudson and Co., 
butter merchants, Manchester, to the effect that the butter 
was pure. 
that it ought to have been given at the time of purchase in 
writing, and not sent by post the next day.—The Bench 
decided that the warranty held by the defendants was suffi- 
cient, and dismissed the case.—Mr. Jackson applied for 
costs, but the Bench declined to grant the request, as they 
said the inspector was bound to prosecute. 

At Radcliffe, on October 24th, Malachi Coleman, 
grocer, was summoned for selling butter which contained 
21.70 per cent. of water.—Mr. Clayton appeared for the 
defendant, and explained that he had advised his client 
to plead guilty to a technical offence.—Supt. Nollett stated 
that the certificate which had been supplied by the county 
analyst said that pure Irish butter should not contain more 
than 15 per cent. of water—Mr. Clayton stated that the 
butter from which the sample analysed was taken was pur- 
chased as pure butter from Messrs. Goodwin and Co., 
Withy Grove, Manchester, who had a warranty with it. In 
March last a similar sample of similar butter was taken from 
the defendant’s shop by Inspector Parkinson, and was found 
to be quite pure. The defendant had been in business for 
twenty-five years without a complaint having been made 
against his goods.—A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 

AT Kensington, on October 25th, John Brown, provision 
merchant, 18, Golborne Road, Notting Hill, W., was sum- 
moned for selling butter which was not of the nature de- 
manded, in that it contained 67 per cent. of margarine. 
There was a second summons against the defendant for 
serving the article in a wrapper which was not duly marked 
“ margarine.”—Defendant admitted his liability, and re- 
gretted that he had made a mistake when serving the article. 
In the excitement of the moment he had used a paper which 
he generally used for Cornish butter, and discovered his 
mistake when it was just too late. He had been in business 
for over eighteen years, and had never been in such trouble 
before.—Fined 153s. and costs. Sarah Evans, grocer, etc., 
22, Silver Street, Kensington, was summoned for selling as 
butter a substance containing 95 per cent. margarine—The 
Inspectors Deputy said that she asked for half a pound of 
tod. butter, and paid 5d. when served. The defendant 
said she was obliged to supply such “ butter” at a low price 
because people would not pay as much as ts. 2d. per lb., 
and she could get none cheaper.—Councillor General 
Downes (magistrate): Then you knew it was margarine >— 
Defendant: I knew it was a mi 258., with 
tos. 6d. analyst’s fee. Mr. Francis Staple, 20, St. Mark’s 
Road, Fulham Road, S.W., was summoned for exposing for 
sale and delivering margarine to a customer without proper 
notification as to the nature of the article—Inspector Ellen- 
den proved the purchase, and said that on handing the 
article to him the defendant took up a pencil and wrote 

“margarine” on the wrapper, which was a plain paper.— 
The defendant said that the article in question was placed 
upon the counter by his’ wife in error—Fined ss. in the 











“butter” containing 30 per cent. 





Mr. Clifford disputed the warranty, contending ~ 


ie ocase. BESS? as. FFs serving ie 3 aricle ina wrapper not 
‘properly marked “margarine.”——Mary Shinkins, 41, 
Archer Street, Notting Hill, W., was summoned for selling 
margarine, ‘There were 
also summonses against the defendant for exposing mar- — 
garine:for sale and serving it without proper notification —— 4 
Inspector Hawkins anda deputy proved the case — 





‘General Downes (magistrate): How long have you carried 


on this business ?—Defendant: Twenty-seven years, and I 
have never been summoned before.—A fine of 45s. and 
costs was imposed. Henry Marlow, trading as Marlow 
and Co., grocer and provision merchant, 49, Archer Street, 
Notting Hill, W., was also summoned, the margarine in this 
case being 35 per cent.—Inspector Hawkins and his deputy 
proved the case, and the defendant said he did not quite 
catch what the woman said when she came into the shop, 
but thought she said, “ Half a pound of 1od.”—Mr. Bird 
(magistrate): You knew it was margarine, then?—Defen- 
dant: Well, I knew it was a mixture.—Fine 45s. and costs. 
At Dublin, on October 25th, Catherine O’Reilly, Upper 
Clanbrassel Street, was summoned for having sold adul- 
terated butter—The Corporation Inspector said he asked 
for butter, and the girl who sold him the sample said it was. 
splendid butter—Sir Charles Cameron’s certificate showed 
that the sample contained go per cent. of fats foreign to pure 
butter—The magistrates remarked that this was a bad case, 
and fined the defendant £5 and costs. Catherine Doyle, 
36, Wexford Street, was charged with a similar offence.— 
According to the certificate of the analyst the sample in this 
case contained 70 per cent. of fats foreign to butter.—The 
inspector said when he went into the shop he saw a label 
marked “simply perfect” on the cooler containing the 
butter, but on a small label underneath was printed “ mar- 
garine.’"—The defendant was fined £1 and costs. Am- 
brose Keogh, 50, Lower Stephen Street, was charged with 
having sold margarine which was not labelled with a label 
of proper dimensions.—A fine of £1 and costs was imposed. 
In the Northern Division of the Police Court, Ellen 
Young, 26, Great Britain Street, Dublin, was summoned for 
exposing for sale margarine which was not labelled—The 
inspector said he visited the shop and found one parcel of 
margarine labelled, but there was another portion without 
the label. He was told by the defendant that it was mar- 
garine.—Mr. Rice said that was admitted, but the offence 
with which the defendant was charged was not having it 
properly labelled according to law.—The defendant 
was examined, and said there were two pieces of mar- 
garine in the shop, and covering both was an iron label 
marked “margarine.” There was a second tin label also, 
but it had fallen between the parcels at the time the 
inspector visited the shop.—Mr.- Carton said it was a techni- 
cal breach of the law only, and he would only impose a fine 
of 5s. and costs. Mr. Molloy, 9, Great Britain Street, 
was summoned for a similar offence.—The inspector -said 
when he visited defendant’s shop he discovered one parcel 
unlabelled and another parcel labelled “ finest,” the word 
“margarine” on the same label being hidden by a large 
piece of butter, which the defendant removed on the in- 
spector informing him who he was. Prior to his telling 
the defendant that he was an inspector, he asked for a pound 
of butter marked “ finest,” and obtained it—The defendant 
said he sold the margarine at 6d. a pound, and gave orders 
to his assistants to have it labelled properly. | Whatever 
mistake occurred was the mistake of his assistant.—Mr. Rice 
produced the label.—Mr. Carton said such a label did not 
comply with the law. He fined the defendant /1 and 
costs. J. Crowley, 30, Britain Street, Dublin, was sum- 
moned for having exposed for sale two parcels of margarine 
which were unlabelled. When the inspector entered the 
shop the defendant admitted to him that it was margarine, 
and there was no attempt to sell it as butter.—Defendant 
was fined #1 and costs. It appeared that in this case a _ 
previous conviction was recorded on the face of the sum- 
mons.—Mr. Carton, the magistrate, said this practice was 
most unfair, and ought not to be continued.—Mr. Gerald 
Byrne, solicitor, who represented a number of defendants 
in these cases, said it was giving evidence of the defendant’s 
character before the cases were tried at all. It was a most 
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r practice.—Mr. Rice, solicitor for the Corporation, 
it was done in compliance with an intimation which had 
. made to him by another magistrate-——Mr. Philip 
Keogh, solicitor, said in the case in which he appeared for 


boracic_ acid which was equal to 21 grains per Ib. The he 
tub which contained the butter was marked “ Finest pure’ “Sag 
butter ; warranted Dutch produce.” It was obtained through > 
Mr. Drewery, the Birmingham agent for Van der Hagen, of a, 





the defendant the same thing was done, and he should ask | Rotterdam. The invoice, which was dated July r3th, 

the magistrate to hold that the summons was bad.—Mr. | described it as Wilhelmina butter. A summons was taken " 
Gerald Byrne: It is just as unfair as it would be for a judge | out by the inspector against the appellants, and when the ee 
to tell the jury of a prisoner’s previous character and the con- | case came on and the evidence had been heed the magis- y 


victions against him before he is convicted. Michael 
-O’Laughlin, 120, Lower Gardiner Street, was summoned 
for having sold margarine as butter—Mr. Gerald Byme, 
solicitor, defended.—The Corporation Inspector said when 
he visited the shop on September 1st he asked for a pound 
of 8d. butter. It was supplied to him from a parcel which 
was not labelled, but while it was being wrapped up by the 
defendant the latter said it was not butter but margarine, 





trates asked whether the company had been “ in trouble” i 
before. Evidence was given that they had, and they were 
fined the maximum penalty of £20 and costs. The case Pe 
for the respondents was that all the facts were before the . 
justices when they imposed the penalty. The appellants” “ 
had given notice that the ground they were going to rely : 
upon was that upon the evidence submitted to the justices 
they were entitled to be discharged under the provisions of 


and that the label had been removed while he was cleaning | Section 25 of the Food and Drugs Act, and also that — ‘g 
the shelf——Mr. Gerald Byrne said there was no intent to | in any event. the penalty ought to be reduced. . The real a 
sell margarine as butter, and unless such intent was proved | point of interest centred on Section 2 5, which said that if i - 
there could be no conviction.—Mr. Carton said it was a | a defendant in any prosecution proved to the satisfaction “i 
pure question of facts, and depended whether the parcel was | of the jus'ices that the article in question was the same in “SS 


labelled or not.—The defendant was examined, and deposed 
that the margarine label would not stick into the butter, as 
it would split it—-Mr. Rice, for the prosecution, said the 

certificate of the city analyst showed that the sample pur- 
chased consisted mainly of fats foreign to butter—NMr. 


nature, substance, and quality as that demanded, and if he 
had a written warranty to that effect, and had no reason to 
believe at the time he sold it that the article was otherwise 4 
than what he sold it for, then he was entitled to be dis- 
charged. What was a “ written warranty” within the mean- 
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_ Byrne said it was well known that butter could not be sold | ing of the Act? A written warranty must be such a war- “) 
_for 8d. per lb.—Mr. Rice: It is sold as butter and marked | ranty as was an essential term of the contract under which Z 
_8i.—The defendant pleaded that he explained to the in- | the original consignor supplied his goods to the retailer. 4 
-spector that it was margarine and not butter, and that the | The appellants apparently relied upon the invoice, which < 
labels had only been removed temporarily. If the inspector | bore on the face of it not a warranty but simply a descrip- Le 
had come two minutes earlier he would have found the labels-| tion of the kind of butter, namely, Wilhelmina butter, and f 

on the parcels all right. | Whatever technical fault or | they also relied upon some words which were stamped on the a 
_ offence was committed was purely inadvertent.—Mr. Gerald | lid of the cask in which the butter was transported to this a 
_ Byrne at this stage objected to certain previous convictions ; country. The invoice was clearly not an “ essential term” . 
_ being shown across the face of the summons.—The magis- | of the contract under which the Dutch people sent their i 

trate dismissed the case. William Magee, 102, Great | butter to the present appellants. He quoted several ‘e 


_ Britain Street, was summoned for a like offence.—Mr. Byrne 

_defended.—The inspector deposed to the purchase, asking 
_ for butter.—Sir Charles Cameron certified that the sample 
contained 50 per cent. of foreign fats.—An assistant in the 
_ defendant’s employment said there was no intention what- 


authorities in support of his contention, and said the penalty 
‘was a maximum one, but in imposing it the justices had be- ‘a 
‘fore them a previous conviction against the appellants for a val 
similar offence. 

Inspector Jones gave evidence of the purchase of the 


ever to defraud. The omission of the label was due purely | butter, and of its analysis. It showed 20 per cent. of ¥ 
to an accident. On the morning the inspector called a | foreign fat, in addition to boracic acid, and was described , 
small piece of margarine was lying on the counter close to | as “ Finest pure butter, guaranteed Dutch produce.” The ‘a 
a parcel of pure butter. By inadvertence he placed the | company had previously been fined £20 and costs for a s 
_ margarine with the butter and massed the two together. | similar offence. Cross-examined, Witness said that when i 
_ Mr. Byrne contended that, under the Act, it should be | he went to the appellants’ headquarters at Dudley, they told j " 


proved that the defendant had failed to take every precau- 
tion to carry out the provisions of the Act of Parliament. 
In the present case, however, the defendant had exercised 
due care, and if an offence had been committed, it was a 


‘thought Van der Hagen was a firm of repute. 


him they bought the butter as the finest pure Dutch. He 
The butter 
was purchased through Mr. Drewery, the Birmingham agent. 
A summons had been taken out against Drewery in respect 


_ pure accident.—The magistrate took this view of the case, 

and dismissed it on the merits. Thomas Kavanagh, 160, 
North King Street, was summoned for exposing for sale 
margarine which was not properly labelled.—The inspector 
said on visiting defendant’s shop he asked for a pound of 
8d. butter, and obtained it—The defendant was fined 5s. 
and costs. 


of the two casks of butter, and he was fined £10 and costs. wa 
‘The summons was taken out at the instance of the present :) 
‘appellants for not marking the casks as required. Asked 
as to why the proceedings against the appellants were taken 
‘under the Food and Drugs Act rather than the Margarine 
Act, Witness said he asked for butter, and butter was pro- ay 
fessed to be sold. 

For the appellants Mr. McCardie entered into a long 
argument upon the question of law as to warranty, and said 
that surely the words “ finest pure butter, guaranteed ” had 
but one reasonable construction, and that was that the ven- 
dors warranted that what they were selling was in fact the 
finest pure butter. He cited several cases in support of f 
his contention, and submitted that, apart. from the words on 
the cask, the invoice itself constituted a warranty that the 
butter was pure. Since the passing of the Margarine Act 
the word “ butter” in an invoice had a most clearly defined 
meaning to the trader. If a man sold butter he must war- 
rant that he sold butter, not margarine. The word “ butter” 
in the invoice meant warranted pure butter. The Re- 
corder: You do not produce any written contract? Mr. 
McCardie replied that he did not. | As to the penalty he 
submitted that the maximum penalty should not have been 
inflicted unless there were circumstances of gravity. In 
the present case there was no suggestion of fraud on the 
part of his client or any suggestion of negligence. If the 





IMPORTANT BUTTER WARRANTY APPEAL. 


AT Birmingham Quarter Sessions, on October 25th, Mr. 

J. S. Dugdale, Q.C.; Recorder, Goodwin, Foster, Brown and 
Co., Limited, appealed against a conviction by the City 
Justices, under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, for selling 
butter which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded.—They were fined £20 and costs.—Mr. McCardie 
was for the appellants, and Mr. Parfitt and Mr. Cave for the 
respondents.—Mr. Parfitt said that on July roth Inspector 
Jones sent a woman into the appellants’ shop at 105, Stret- 
ford Road, Birmingham, and she purchased half a pound 
of butter, for which she paid 5d. Mrs. Moxley, wife of 
the manager, was in charge. On July 22nd, the butter 
having been divided in accordance with the requirements of 
the Act, a portion was sent to Dr. Alfred Hill for analysis, 
- and it was found to contain 20 per cent, of foreign fat and 





summons had been taken under the Margarine Act the ques- 
_ tions in that case could never have arisen, but the company 


7 _ would have had an absolutely good defence to the prosecu- 
a _ tion. Under the Margarine Act all they would have had to 
do was to produce the invoice to show that they purchased 


. it as butter. The Recorder: There is no evidence that 
you purchased it with the invoice. The invoice did not 
‘ come until long after. Mr. McCardie contended that the 
invoice must have relation back to the time when the sale 
was made. The Recorder: In that case there is no invoice 
even on July 26th, after the complaint. | Mr. McCardie 
said that when they did get the invoice it contained the 

_ words “ Wilhelmina butter.” The company had prosecuted 
Drewery for selling them the butter, and he was fined £10 
and costs. If a fine was inflicted on Drewery it was diffi- 
cult to see why another should also be imposed on the firm, 
and, further, why there should be a penalty of £20 in one 
case and only £10 in the other. . 
‘Miss Elizabeth Harvey, department manager for Good- 
win, Foster, Brown and Co., at the Dudley warehouse, said 
that on July 12th she gave an order to Mr. Drewery for 
seven firkins of butter. Two of them were to be delivered 
at the company’s depot at Sparkbrook. She bought pure 
Dutch butter, and paid 80s. per cwt. for it. They had 
had previous transactions with Van der Hagen. Drewery 
was their commission agent. She got the invoice from him 
i a week or more after the butter was bought. He obtained 
_ it from Van der Hagen and sent it on to them. — Cross- 
examined: She had given many similar orders before. She 
did not take the trouble to get a guarantee, because sie had 
never done so before when buying butter. The order was 
‘a verbal one. When the order was given she had no dis- 
cussion wih Drewery as to the quality. The invoice was 
dated July 25th, and it would be at least two days after- 
wards before they got it. At least a fortnight elapsed be- 
tween the time that she ordered the butter and the arrival 
of the invoice. Replying to Mr. McCardie, Witness said 
they had had a difficulty before with Van der Hagen. Some 
butter marked “ guaranteed pure” was stopped at port, and 
the manager of the company was informed that it was adul- 





terated. This was in 1895. They had had no difficulty 
since. _ Mr. Parfitt: That being so, why were you not more 
careful? Witness: Since then Van der Hagen has made 


his own butter. Before, I believe he bought it. She added 
that she always understood that the invoice was a sufficient 
warranty. George Moxley, shop manager at Stretford 
Road, Sparkbrook, spoke to receiving two firkins of butter 
on July 16th. The casks were intact, and he believed that 
they contained pure butter. Mary Moxley, wife of the last 
witness, spoke to opening one of the casks on July roth, 
and to selling some of its contents to Inspector Jones. She 
sold it believing it to be pure butter. ‘This was the case 
for the appellants. 

Mr. Parfitt, replying on the case, said his reading of the 
invoice was that on July 13th there was an order for Wil- 
helmina butter at 80s. per cwt. Not a word was said as to 
the quality. He submitted that the invoice formed no part 
of the contract, but was simply a polite request for payment. 
Miss Harvey never asked for any warranty of any kind from 
Drewery. Neither the invoice nor the words on the lid 
could be constituted a contract. As to the penalty, the 
appellants having been in difficulty before he thought it was 
a fair one to impose. 

The Recorder, in giving judgment, briefly narrated the 
facts, and said the marking on the lid did not in itself con- 
stitute the guarantee required by the Act. No invoice 
arrived until a fortnight after the order was given, and when 
it did arrive it did not contain a guarantee or even a state- 
ment that the butter was pure or anything. He could not 

, see under these circumstances that there had been a written 
warranty at the time the article was purchased. The facts 
did not bring it within any of the cases quoted on behalf of 
the appellants ; they rather brought it within the cases men- 
tioned by the respondents. The appeal must be dismissed 
with costs. He did not think the penalty was at all too 
severe in a case of this kind. Mr. McCardie asked, in view 
of the importance of the case, if the Recorder would state a 
case ; but Mr. Douglas said he did not fee] any doubt in his 








) own mind upon the 
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BORIC ACID IN MILK. z 
ImporTaNT EvIpENCE. 





| 

At the Birmingham Police Court, on October 28th, be- — 
fore Messrs. W. N. Fisher and Ryland, Edward John Alding- © 

| ton, of 11, Spark Street, Sparkbrook, was summoned for | 
selling milk which was not of the nature, substance, and — 
quality demanded. Mr. Hiley (from the Town Clerk’s | 
office) appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Deans (instructed by — 
Messrs. Hargreaves and Joblin) defended.—Mr. Hiley ex- 
plained that on the morning of the 11th Inspector Jones — 
visited the defendant’s shop and took a sample of milk, — 
which, on being submitted for analysis, was certified by Dr. 
Hill to contain boric acid, and in the percentage of 130 
grains to the gallon. On the 13th October the inspector 
called at defendant’s and heard that the milk came from a 
farmer named Ball, at Shirley. Mr. Hiley said he should 
call Dr. Hill, who would describe the analysis, and would 
tell them that the milk itself was good, but that there was 
boric acid in it, which he, as a medical man, considered had 
injurious effects on the public health. Although, however, 
the question of injury to public health might be very inter- 
esting, he submitted that, as a matter of law, if he proved the _ 
presence of boric acid in the milk, a conviction must follow, 
because the milk was not of the nature, substatice, and 
quality demanded. He should call Dr. Carter, who had had 
considerable experience in the use of boric acid, and would 
say that 130 grains of it in a gallon of milk was distinctly — 
injurious to health. He would also tell them that the use 
of the acid by young children was very harmful. An infant 
from one to six months old drank from one to two pints of 
milk a day, and, assuming that any children had been sup- 
plied with milk by defendant, they would have taken from 
sixteen to thirty-two grains of the acid, which he thought the 
Bench would see was a very serious matter——Inspector Jones 
gave evidence as to the taking of the sample, and, in answer 
to Mr. Deans, said it was a very hot day.—Dr. Hill was next 
called, and detailed his process of analysis. He said that 
he considered boric acid was injurious to health.—Mr. 
Deans: Do you agree with me that up to a certain point you 
may put boric acid in milk and it would not be injurious? 
Witness: Yes, or arsenic, or strychnine, or anything else 
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in certain quantities. | (Laughter.)\—Dr. Carter was next 
called, and stated that he was familiar with the use of boric _ 
acid. He had administered it internally to patients suffer- 
ing from epilepsy in ten-grain doses, but was obliged to dis- 
continue its use. He came to the general conclusion that 
it was undesirable, because he could not use it for a suffi- 
ciently long time without it setting up disturbing symptoms, _ 
most commonly indigestion, and in some cases there were 
other symptoms, such as weakness of the heart and sickness 
and diarrhoea. He had never given the acid to a child, be- 
cause he did not consider it a safe experiment. He had 
proved its effect to be deleterious on the saliva.—Mr.Deans : 
Would not common table salt in sufficient quantity be in- 
jurious to health, and poison you?—Witness: I think it 
would make you sick before you took enough. Continuing, 
he said he had never seen a child injured through boric acid. ~ 
He had no objection to preservatives, but had an objec- 
tion to boric acid.—In defence, Mr. Deans pointed out 
the fact that Mr. Hake’s analysis showed only 86.8 grains 
of boric acid in the milk—a difference of one-third from 
Dr. Hill’s analysis. He drew attention to the fact that there 
was no suggestion that the boric acid was fraudulently added 
to increase the bulk, but in order to keep good milk sweet. 
—Mr. Hake, lecturer on chemistry at the Westminster Hos- 
pital Medical School, proved the result of his analysis as 
86.8 grains a gallon. He thought that quantity was un- 
necessarily large for the purpose of preservation, but did not 
think that it was injuriously large.—The defendant’s wife 
declared that she put nothing in the milk, and Mr. Ball, the — 
farmer who sold it to her, stated that he put a heaped-up 
teaspoonful of glacialine into twelve gallons of milk. His 
own child, when ill, had drunk the milk with the preserva- 
tive in, and had taken no ill effects.—Dr, Bond, of West- 





















ster, said he had used boric acid extensively for fifteen 
years in cases of bladder disease, with most beneficial re- 
sults. He gave it usually in ten-grain doses, on some 
occasions as frequently as every four hours. In two or 
three cases he had found patients complain of irritation of 
the skin, and had stopped the use of it then for a few days. 
_ Salt would act the same. His opinion was that boric acid 
was not a poison, but that it was as harmless as salt, and was 
a perfectly legitimate thing as a preservative. Professor 
Chittenden, of Yale, had found by experiments that boric 
acid increased the digestive powers of the gastric juice, but 
in large quantities it might inhibit the starch-digesting power 
of the saliva. | Witness thought it was necessary to put 
something in milk under the present conditions obtaining 
in large towns. He should think that 130 grains in a gallon 
_ was too much; a reasonable quantity was about ten grains 
_toapint. He thought experiments ought to be made, and 
_ the use of it ought to be made legitimate in certain quanti- 
ties. He should agree with Dr. Carter, that large doses 
_ of boric acid would disagree with a child, but he could not 
_ say where the dose began that was injurious.—The magis- 
trates decided that in this case the boric acid was excessive 
- in<quantity, and although they were of opinion that there 
__was no fraudulent intention on behalf of the defendant, they 
_ should convict him under the Act, and fine him 2s. 6d. and 
~ costs.—Mr. Hiley applied for costs, but the magistrates de- 
clined to allow any save the ordinary costs of the court. 
i They said they hoped the outcome of the case would be that 


are e 











































some steps would be taken by the right authorities to say 
_ whether boric acid was to be used and in what quantities. 
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A WARNING TO MILK VENDORs. 
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W., was summoned at the Marlborough Street Police Court, 
on October 26th, before Mr. Plowden, for selling milk 
which had been adulterated with boric acid equal to the 
extent of 32.88 grains to the gallon, and which was not of 
the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the pur- 
chaser. 

Mr. Courthope Munroe, barrister, prosecuted on behalf 
of the Vestry of St. George’s, Hanover Square, and Mr. 
Ricketts, solicitor, appeared for the defence. 

Mr. J. W. Whipp, a sanitary inspector in the employ- 
ment of the vestry, stated that on the 15th September he 
purchased a pint of milk at the shop of the defendant. 

_ When it was analysed it was found to be adulterated with 
boric acid equal to the amount mentioned in the summons. 

Mr. Charles E. Cassal, public analyst to the Vestry of 
St. George’s, stated that the addition of boric acid to milk 

’ tended to preserve it. He was of opinion that it would be 
injurious for children under three years of age to drink a 
pint of milk adulterated with so much boric acid as was 
found in the sample purchased at the defendant’s shop. 

In cross-examination the witness said that if Dr. Steven- 
son had said the addition of a little boric acid to preserve 
milk and other foods was not injurious he did not agree with 
him. 

Dr. W. H. Corfield, Professor of Hygiene at University 
College, London, stated that boric acid was an antiseptic, 
and that putting it into milk in such quantities as to pre- 
serve it rendered the milk injurious to take, especially in 
the case of young persons. 

Mr. Ricketts, in defence, said he was prepared to call 
evidence to show that the addition of borax to milk with 
the view to preserve it did not render its consumption in- 
jurious to health. 

Mr. Alfred J. De Hailes, a public analyst, of Red Lion 
Square, then deposed that to put borax in milk to the 
amount mentioned in the summons would not render the 
milk harmful to either child or adult. In fact milk with 
such an amount of boric acid added to it was quite harmless. 
The addition of borax tended to arrest the production of 
micro-organisms, which so soon made their appearance in 
milk. He was of opinion that unless milk was obtained 
directly and fresh from the cow it would be improved and 
rendered more wholesome by the addition of a little boric 
acid. Several eminent scientific.men agreed with him on 
that point, 
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Mr. THomas Tuss, a dairyman, of 21, Brook Street, | 






) SANITATION. 


_milk was purchased for analysis. 
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Mr. Tubb said it was a very hot day when the pint of | : 
: ( He had run short of 
milk, and on the day in question had been obliged to pur- — 


chase milk from some neighbouring dairies in order to 


supply his customers. He did not know that any borax 


had been put into the milk in question, for it formed part a5 
of some that he had purchased from one of the neighbours 


in order to supply his customers. 
had carried on business for sixty 
had been any complaint made before. Py 


His father and himself _ 


Mr. Plowden, in deciding the case, said that it was some- ~ ss 


what difficult to steer clear of the scientific evidence that 
had been given. 


Dr. Corfield was of opinion that its use produced stomach 
ache and indigestion. 


of the boric acid brought the vendor of it within the mean- 


ing of the Act, and the defendant would have to pay a fine» 55 


years, and there never 


id Mr. Hailes seemed to think that the 
addition of boric acid killed micro-organisms in milk, and Me 














(A laugh.) He thought the addition 


of two guineas, with ten guineas costs. 4 


Miss SaraH Brown, of 5, Dering Street, Bond Street, 
W., was summoned for selling milk adulterated with boric 


acid equal to the extent of 59.12 grains to the gallon, and | 


with water to the extent of 5 per cent.—It was stated that 
she was in a small way of business.—Mr. Pldwden imposed 


a fine of two guineas, with 12s. 6d. costs. * 





\ 


WATER AT SPIRIT f RICES. 


At Tottenham, on October a2tst, Henry Bray, of the FR 


“Cherry Tree” public-house, Southgate, was summoned by 
Mr. A. L. Bridge, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
for selling whisky adulterated with water to the extent of 
twenty-nine degrees under proof.—Mr. Travers Humphrey, 
for the defence, admitted that the whisky was “broken 
down” to the extent alleged whilst it was in defendant’s 
possession, but he said the fact was entirely unknown to 
Mr. Bray, and was contrary to his express instructions. 
The Bench fined the defendant 4os. and costs, or fourteen 
days. 

AT Kingston, Herbert Parr, licence-holder of the 
“North Star” public-house, Hook Road, was summoned 
for selling whisky which was diluted with 3% per cent. of 
water over the lawful standard.James Gibbons, assistant 
to Mr. R. A. Houghton, inspector of weights and measures, 
etc., said that on September zoth, at nine o’clock in the 
morning, he went to the “ North Star” and called for halt 
a pint of Scotch whisky. He paid rs. 4d. for it, and 
handed it to Mr. Houghton.—Mr. R. A. Houghton said 
he received the whisky from the last witness, and it was 
divided into three parts, defendant keeping one, witness 
keeping another, and the third portion going to the public 
analyst. The analyst’s certificate showed that the whisky 
was adulterated with 31% per cent. of water over the regu- 
lation limit—Defendant asked no questions, but said that 
the spirit had evaporated on account of its having been 
kept in a warm place.—Inspector Challingsworth said the 
house had been well conducted hitherto, and the defendant 
had held the licence for four years.—Mr. Houghton said 
that was the first time he had tested defendant’s whisky. 
—The Chairman (to defendant): “The Excise authorities 
have let you off lightly. You will now be fined the lenient 
penalty of 30s., including costs, as it is the first time you 
have been summoned.” 


COFFEE. 


At Clerkenwell, on October 27th, John William Wil- 
liams, of 176, Hornsey Road, was summoned for selling, on 
the 15th September, coffee containing 40 per cent. of 
chicory.—Mr. Bramall prosecuted for the Islington Vestry, 
and Mr. Ricketts, jun., defended, and, admitting the facts, 
called the defendant, who stated that the offence had been 
committed by a temporary assistant in his absence. Coffee 
was asked for, and the assistant’s excuse was that “ pure 
coffee” was not demanded.—Mr. Bramall said the de- 
fendant had a clean record of long standing—Mr. Horace 
Smith imposed a fine of 5s., and 12s, 6d. costs, 
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- ALLEGED LIBEL ON THE CALLOW PARK DAIRY. re: 
At Wallasey Petty Sessions, on October 26th, Messrs. 


'_H. Pooley and R. W. Preston on the bench, Henry Atkin- 


son, William Atkinson, and William Wood, all milk dealers, 


‘of Wheatland Lane, Seacombe, were ainmeried for having 
_ maliciously published a defamatory libel concerning George 


Arthur Dowse, Copenhagen Street, London, knowing it to 
be false; also with conspiring together in publishing the 
same. Mr. Tobin (instructed by Mr. A. J. Mackay) ap- 
peared for the prosecution, Mr. C. Holden for the Atkin- 


sons, and Mr. Rudd for Wood, but as the latter did not’ 
appear, his case was held over. 


Mr. Tobin said the prosecutor carried on business as 
the Callow Park Milk Company, and was largely interested 
in the Callow Park Dairy Company, which did a large busi- 
ness in this district. ‘The defendants had taken advantage 
of certain legal proceedings in which Dowse was summoned 
for alleged adulteration of milk with boracic acid, but the 


case was dismissed. Subsequently his rivals in Seacombe 


issued anonymous circulars, giving a false account cf the 
trial. The heading, “Callow Park Milk as Poison for 
Children,” was false, the final line, which stated that Dowse 
was fined £20 and costs, was shamefully false, and the 
whole thing was a cruel libel. The milk which was made 
the subject of the trial was sent from Shropshire to Dowse 
with a full warranty that the milk was pure, and on that 
account the magistrates dismissed the case, but Dowse had 
to pay costs, because he had not given notice of the 'efence 
he was going to raise. 

William Carter Waller, manager of the Callow Park 
Dairy.Company, stated that he went to Seacombe in conse- 
quence of the issue of these bills, and while in a public- 
house there with the defendant Wood, a man in the employ 
of the Callow Park Dairy Company came in and sold some 
milk to the landlady. Wood exclaimed, “I say, missus, 
have you got the children insured that you buy that milk?” 
The landlady replied that the milk was good enough, and 
then Wood shouted to the man, “Shut the lid down, or 
the poison will jump out.” Subsequently, when witness 
was with Wood and William Atkinson, in the latter’s milk 
float, Wood produced some of the circulars, which they said 
they had printed to stop the little game of the Callow Park 
people. Further evidence was given as to the receipt of 
similar circulars from Mrs. Henry Atkinson and William 
Wood, and complainant, called as a witness, gave a denial 
of the statements in the circular. He had never used 
boracic acid, although many dairymen did so. Defendants 
reserved their defence, and were committed to Chester 
Assizes. A warrant was issued for the arrest of Wood. 


IMPORTANT APPEAL IN A MILK CASE. 


In the Queen’s Bench Division, on October 26th, before 
the Lord Chief Justice and Justice Wills, the case of Parker 
vy. Adler was heard. 

This was a case stated by a metropolitan police magis- 
trate upon an information laid against the respondent under 
section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, as 
amended by section 3 of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Amendment Act, 1879, that on January 1st, 1898, at Pad- 
dington Station, being under a contract with the Metro- 
politan and Suburban Milk Supply Association, for the 
sale and delivery to them of pure unskimmed new milk at 
Paddington Station, he sold to the prejudice of the pur- 
chaser in pursuance of such contract milk which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 

Mr. R. C. Glen appeared for the appellant ; 
spondent was not represented. 

It appeared from the special case that the respondent, 
who was a dairy farmer carrying on business at Wantage, 
was under a contract with the association to sell to them 
“pure unskimmed new milk in and at specified quantities 
and prices to be delivered, carriage paid, in churns morm- 
ing and evening from March 26th, 1897, to March 2sth, 
1898, to Paddington or any other railway station served by 
the Great Western Railway near London in such condition 
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so as to keep good and. sweet a reasonable time after de- 
livery,” in accordance with certain specified rules and regu-— 
lations. The course of business was that the churns were 
consigned by the respondent to the association to the Great 
Western Railway Company at Challow for transmission — 
to Paddington, where the association took possession of 
them. When the milk, which was the subject of the infor- 
mation, was consigned to the railway company at Challow 
it was pure, and in all respects in accordance with the 
requirements of the contract. At Paddington Station a 
sample of the milk was taken by the appellant, who was 
an inspector under the Act, and was found to contain 9 per 
cent..of added water. It was found by the case that the 
added water was so added unlawfully by some person 


_ stranger to the respondent during the transit from Challow. 


The magistrate dismissed the information, being of opinion 
that the place of delivery of the milk was Paddington, but 
that the property in the milk having passed to the asso- 
ciation ‘at Challow, no sale within section 6 of the Act of 
1875 took place at Paddington. He further held that even. 
if there were a sale at Paddington the respondent was in 
law only liable for the acts and defaults of himself, his~ 
servants, and employés. Section 6 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, is as follows: “No person shall sell 
to the prejudice of the purchaser any article of food or any. 
drug which is not of the nature, substance, and quality of 
the article demanded by such purchaser.” Section 3 of 
the Amending Act of 1879 provides that any inspector may 
procure at the place of delivery any sample of any milk in 
course of delivery to the purchaser or consignee in pur- 
suance of any contract for the’ sale to such purchaser or 
consignee. 

Mr. R. C. Glen cited the case of “ Brown v. Foot” 
(66 L.T., 649), in which it was held that the seller w2s 
liable for the acts of his servants. He contended that the 
railway company were in this case the agents of the re- 
spondent, who was therefore liable for the acts of their 
servants. 

The Lord Chief Justice, in allowing the appeal, said 
that the magistrate ought to have convicted the respondent. 
It was clear that, by the terms of the contract, the risk of 
the buyers of the milk only began when it was delivered to 
them at Paddington. Up to that time the risk rested with 
the seller. His Lordship did not agree with the learned 
magistrate that the milk, having been, in accordance with 
the contract, put on board the train at Challow, the pro- 
perty passed there. The property, in fact, passed at Pad- 
dington. The magistrate found that the respondent had 
acted honestly, and the inference was that the adulteration 
must have been effected in transit by persons in the employ- 
ment of the railway company. The question whether the 
respondent was guilty of an offence against the Act 
depended on the two sections referred to. It was not 
unimportant to notice that section 5 dealt with certain 
offences as to which an accused person might meet the 
charge by showing that the article had been received by 
him in the state complained of, and that he could not with 
reasonable diligence have ascertained it. That had a bear- 
ing on the following section, section 6. In this case it 
must be taken that the respondent was innocent morally, 
and that he was no party to the adulteration, and that he 
had not.even the means of protecting himself. Yet, on 
the whole, his Lordship was of opinion that he had brought 
himself within the Act. Any other construction would open 
a wide door for evading the Act. It had been clearly de- 
cided that an innocent seller was liable for the unauthor- 
ised acts of his servants. It was evident that there was no 
material difference where the acts were committed by per- 
sons other than servants. In neither case could they be pre- 
vented by the person charged. Looking at the object of 
the Act, it could not be doubted that an offence had been 
committed. Assuming, however, that the magistrate took 
the right view, it was obviously not a case in which the 
inspector ought to prosecute, and: it was one in which it 
would be proper for a magistrate, to impose only a nominal 
fine. Nevertheless, full effect must be given to the pro- 
visions of the Legislature. ’ 

Mr. Justice Wills delivered judgment to the same effect. 
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_. Mr. Fay, a milkman, of 13, Willesden Lane, was sum- 


moned at Harlesden, on October 27th, for adulterating his 


milk with ro per cent. of water—Mr. Strong, who appeared 


for the defence, asked that “the drought might be taken 
into consideration! ”—“ That would not add ro per cent. 


of of water, you know,” said Mr. Bird. “The defendant must 
_ pay a fine of 2os., the analyst’s fee of ros. 6d., and costs.” 


At North London, on October 26th, Thomas Davis, 
dairyman, of Cottenham Road, Holloway, was summoned 
by the Middlesex County Council for selling, as new milk, 
an article from which 15 per cent. of the usual fat had been 


abstracted. Mr. A. L. Bridge, inspector under the Food 


and Drugs Act, proved the purchase of a sample from the 


defendant’s man, and also the certificate of the public 
analyst certifying the quality.—Mr. Windsor, who defended, 
called the defendant as a witness, and the latter said he had 
nothing to do with this sample of milk. He was in bed 
when his man fetched the churns from the station, and also 
when the milk was taken out on the round to serve cus- 
tomers. He had implicit confidence in his man, who had 
been in his employ several years, and mentioned the 
fact that he had been in business twenty-one years, that 
samples had been taken before, and no single complaint 
made.—The prosecuting officer, in reply to Mr. Windsor, 
said he had not heard that the long drought had the effect 
of drying up the pastures, and consequently of impoverish- 
ing the milk.—Mr. Fordham said he must convict in this 
case, though he did not consider it a serious case. Every- 
thing appeared to be straightforward, and it had been sworn 
that no separated milk had been put with the bulk from 
which this sample was taken. ‘The defendant had never 
been summoned before, and he would now only be fined 
1os., and 12s. 6d. costs. 

At the Halifax Police-Court, on October 25th, before 
the Mayor (Mr. J. H. L. Baldwin) and other magistrates, 
Alfred Riley, of the Black Boy Farm, Shibden, was fined 
43 6s., including costs, for selling adulterated milk. 

At Tendring Petty Session, Anna Crook, dairy-keeper, 
‘Great Clacton, was summoned for selling adulterated miik. 
—Police-sergeant Bridge, inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, said he went into defendant’s shop and asked 
for a pint and a half of milk. Defendant served him, and 
he paid 2d. He then said, “I have purchased this for 
analysis by the public analyst,” to which she replied, “ It is 
skimmed milk; I should not have given it you had I 
known.” The usual division of the milk was made, and of 
the sample sent to the analyst, he reported that it was not 
genuine milk, but contained 25 per cent. of ‘added water, 
and he had made allowance for any decomposition due to 
the hot weather—Replying to the Bench, the inspector 
said he asked for milk—it was the duty of the defendant 
to have told him whether it was pure milk or skimmed.— 


- Defendant stated that in her district she always served 


skimmed milk unless specially asked for new milk. She 
was not aware that any water had been added to the milk. 
—Defendant was fined £2 and costs 14s. 

Art the Stipendiary’s Court, Stoke-on-Trent, on Octo- 
ber 28th, John Myatt, milk-seller, Bagnall Road, Milton, 
was summoned by Mr. Knight, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, for selling adulterated milk—Mr. Ashmall 
appeared for the defendant.—It was stated that a sample 
of milk purchased from the defendant was certified by the 
public analyst to contain 13 per cent. of added water.—Mr. 





-Ashmall, while admitting that there was no legal defence 


to the charge, explained that in order to. supplement his 


own milk supply defendant had purchased two gallons from | 
/ and James Blum, of Bridge Street, Homerton, were sum- 


a farmer, and the sample was taken from that and only a 
quart of his own milk.—The Stipendiary said if that were 
true, though it was no defence to the charge, it would be 
a good ground for action against the farmer in the County 
Court. He had simply to protect the public, and therefore 
he fined defendant £5, with 17s. 6d. costs, leaving him to 
his remedy in the County Court. 

At Clerkenwell, on October 27th, John Thomas Baker, 
of 1, Queen’s Arms Buildings, Cattle Market, was sum- 
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moned for selling milk adulterated with 12 per cent. of. 
added water. Defendant pleaded that he sold the milk as 
he received it. The miik was purchased on a street round, 
and the analysis proved 12 per cent. of added water. The 
defendant has been previously fined for like offences. Mr. 
Horace Smith imposed a fine of £10, with 12s. 6d. costs, | 





MARGARINE. 


At Birmingham, on October 28th, Arthur John Clarke, © 


grocer and provision dealer, was summoned for selling (by 
his manager) butter which was adulterated with foreign fat. 
—Mr. Hiley appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Baker de- 
fended.—On the 8th inst. Inspector Jones sent a woman 
into the defendant’s shop at 392, Dudley Road, for half a 
pound of butter and two ounces of tea. She paid 6d. for. 
the butter and 11d. for the tea. The butter was served 
from a small square at the back of the counter by the man- 
ager. ‘There was a label in front of the article bearing the 
words, “ Pure Danish Butter.” On analysis the article was 
found to contain 4o per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Hiley 
explained that in a great many of these small shops it was 
quite usual on Saturday night to palm off margarine for 
butter on poor people.—Mr. Baker submitted in defence 
that defendant paid his managers well, and, since a con- 
viction that occurred some time ago, he had been most 
particular to instruct his managers to observe the law.— 
Defendant was called and examined, and the manager of 
the shop in question said the offence arose through a mis- 
take.—Mr. Fisher said it was curious the mistake never 
seemed to be in favour of the purchaser. The system of 
establishing shops in the city made it more important that 
their heads should look after their managers, and take 


greater precautions than defendant had taken. The work- 
ing classes should have what they asked for. Defendant 
would have to pay £5 and costs, or a month. William 





Suckling, 335, Bridge Street West, was fined 4os. and costs 
for selling butter containing 60 per cent. of foreign fat——— 
George Hinton, 109, Winson Green Road, was summoned 
for an offence under the Margarine Act. Defendant, who 
had been twice fined previously, was fined “5 and costs, or 
a month. 





ALLEGED POISONOUS OYSTERS AT SOUTHEND. 


Dr. G. DANForD THomas, a London coroner, has ad- 
dressed to the Mayor and Corporation of Southend, a 
printed circular upon the subject of “ Oysters and Disease.” 
He quotes Dr. A. Ogier Ward, the writer of a letter to the 
“ British Medical Journal,” who, writing on October rath, 
states that there occurred “in his small circle, six cases 
due to oyster poisoning at Southend.” This correspon- 
dent also states, as the explanation of the “ poisoning,” that 
“The oysters are well enough when brought ashore, but 
those for which there is no immediate market are kept in 
boxes sunk ‘near the sewer mouths.’” Dr. Thomas re- 
commends the Southend Town Council to “make a special 
inquiry into the facts and statements recorded in the 
letter.” He also says that if the suggestions—that some of 
the oysters sold at Southend are so kept, after they are 
caught, as to effect their health and make them poisonous 
—are found to be correct, the condition of storage should 
be dealt with in such a way as to restore public confidence, 
and prevent in the future even a suspicion of the unwhole- 
someness existing in the oysters bought at Southend. 


SPURIOUS VINEGAR: A WARNING TO RETAILERS. 
At North London, on October 21st, Frederick Murphy 


moned for selling spurious vinegar. The inspector re- 
quested at each place a pint of malt vinegar, but on analysis 
the alleged malt vinegar was found to be a concoction made 
from wood or other materials. At one place he paid 2d., 
and at the other 3d.—Mr. Murphy, in his defence, said the 
inspector had taken a mean advantage of a small boy who 
was in the shop, and who was not authorised to sell goods. 
He was told to call his (defendant’s) wife when a customer 
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came, BA then she would have informed the inspector that 
she did not sell malt vinegar. Instead of this the inspector 
told the boy to serve him.—Mr. Bros thought the justice 


of this case would be met by the defendant paying 12s. 6d. 
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‘the person who really ought to pay the penalty. 


~ costs.—In Mr. Blum’s case, the defence was that he did not 
_ know what kind of vinegar it was. 


and got no invoice or guarantee; therefore, when asked 
for malt vinegar, he gave it in good faith—Mr. Bros in- 


_flicted a fine of 20s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


SELLING CLAY AS PEPPER. 
Brerore Mr. J. M. Yates, Q.C., at Manchester, on Octo- 


ber 26th, John Collier, grocer and provision dealer, of 
~ 306, Bolton Road, Pendlebury, was charged with selling 
adulterated pepper. 


Inspector Chipchase purchased an 
ounce of pepper from the defendant on the 19th Septem- 
ber, which, being submitted to Mr. Campbell-Brown, analyst, 
of Liverpool, was found to be adulterated with clay to the 
extent of ten per cent. Defendant and his wife said they 
sold the pepper in the same condition as that in which they 
purchased it from Mr. John Bromley, of Bolton, whose bill 
was produced in court. Mr. Yates said that Bromley was 
A fine of 
2s. 6d. and costs, including the analyst’s fee, was imposed. 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 


Ever since the advent of the Food and Drugs Act 
difficulties have arisen as to the-interpretation that should 


be put upon certain clauses, and despite numerous amend- 


ments many of these difficulties still pertain. 

When the County Councils came to the front we were 
troubled with prosecutions concerning the presence of alum 
in bread, the composition of baking powders, mustard, 
vinegar, and whatnot. 

In this stage of the anti food adulteration crusade, says 
the Chemical Trade Journal, we argued mainly on the 
ground that food was food, and sould be sold assuch. The 
introduction of ingredients which were not essential, and yet 
by their presence tended to cheapen production, without 
any benefit to the purchaser, opened the door to abuses 
which it was wise to eliminate once and for all. 

Of late a new phase of the question has predominated, 


in that attention has: been directed not only to aciual | 
adulterants, but subs!ances which are used as preservatives. | 


In this case it is not only the pockets of the public that 
have to be protected but the public health. 
admit that in our own opinion the Jatter consideration is of 
more importance than the former. 

Comparatively recently we referred to the use of boric 
acid, and in the face of medical evidence admitted that 
used in moderation we saw no objection to its use ; and, so 
far, we are still of the same opinion. It will, however, give 
many cause to reflect when they learn the recently expressed 


opinion of Dr. Hill, the Birmingham Medical Officer of | 


Health, for his experience has been wide, and his con- 
clusions should be drawn from trustworthy daéa. 
It appears that he has arrived at the conclusion that the 


use of chemical preservatives ought to be prohibited alto- | 


gether, because they enable foods to be sold as fresh which 
are stale, and which have undergone such putrefactive 
changes as to make them frequently harmful, and sometimes 
actually poisonous. Secondly, whatever minor differences 
may exist among physiological experimenters and others, 
Dr. Hill contends that they are agreed upon one thing, 
namely, that even though small doses exert apparently no 
serious influence upon health, the same could not be said 
of large doses. In short, all additions to food whose in- 
fluence on health was doubtful ought to be prohibited, and 
their use supplanted by refrigeration. 

These are pronouncements which involve many issues, 
and raise more difficulties than are apparent to the mental 
eye at the first glance. 

It is hard to know where we are to stop in defining 
what shall come under the heading of ‘‘ doubtful additions ” 
to food. Take, for instance, boric acid in butter, 
saltpetre in curing hams and pickling beef. 


He bought it for cash, 





We would fain | 


and | 





Rite is as mache a chemiant or a: medic cine 
Exe it has been used for too many years, as a. food pre- 
servative, to be displaced summarily. Yet if boric acid and — 
the etceteras are to go, so must nitre. 


What is more, while refrigeration is an excellent alterna- oe 


‘tive in the abstract, it does not lend itself to local require- 
ments, to say ‘nothing of the expense. 
thing to enforce refrigeration and forbid the use of “ pre- 
servatives ” by law, but even when a certain line of action 
_is actually legalised, it does not follow that it is expedient. 
_ There is something rather too Utopian about the whole. 


idea of thus banishing from use all food ingredients that — 


may in any possible way injure health. What will harm one 
will not affect another. This has often been demonstrated 
in cases of tinned meat poisoning, and if the idea is carried 


out thoroughly, we shall eventually be compelled to classify — 


provision merchants according to whether they cater for’ 
dyspeptics, or people with digestive organs of the millstone 

_ type. 
Would it not be better to try and fix a limit to the 


amount of preservative that may reasonably be added to the | 


various classes of perishable foods, this limit being fixed by 
thevote of medical officers of health in the United Kingdom? 
Considered from a purely ethical point of view there is no 
doubt Dr. Hill’s contentions are sound, but unfortunately we 
still only live in hopes of the millennium, and it is for the 
conditions of the moment that we have to provide, in as 
prompt and practical a fashion as possible. 


ANTS AS FOOD. 


Raw ants are largely eaten in Mexico. As is known, 
certain ants are selected by their kindred as storehouses of 
honey. They are fed with honey until the abdomen be- 
comes smooth and round, and so filled with honey that the 
skin is transparent. These ants are doomed to pass the 
remainder of their lives as mere honey cells, from which 
their kindred extract honey when it is required. There are 
several specimens of these ants in the British Museum, ‘with 
the honey still within their transparent bodies. The Mexi- 
cans raid their nests for the sake of the honey that the ants 
contain, and they are eaten raw as sweetmeats. They are 
sold by measure, and form an article of commerce. Ants 
stewed in butter are a luxury in some parts of Africa, and are 
said to be of two distinct flavours, the front part differing 
from the abdomen in flavour. Humboldt noted their use 
as food in South America, and stated that some tribes pre- 
ferred them stewed in resin. In Sweden, ants are distilled 
with rye and used for flavouring brandy. ‘Termites, or white 
ants, are highly esteemed by Hottentots, who fatten them- 
selves upon them. The correct method of preparation is 
tu parch them in pots over a gentle fire, stirrimg them occa- 
sionally with a stick. © They are eaten without sauce, and 
are said to resemble sugared cream or sweet almond paste. 
The Hindoos prefer them made into pies, says “The 
Caterer.” 





POISONOUS SHRIMP PASTE, 


Ir would be interesting to know the precise history of 
the preparation of the shrimps which, when consumed at 
St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea, produced symptoms of acute poison- 
ing. Some years ago, when holding a dispensary appoint- 
ment in Liverpool, I happened one day to be shown into 
a ground-floor room of the most filthy description, where 
a dirty old Irishwoman was busily engaged in peeling 
shrimps. It was a hot summer day and her hands looked 
as if they had not been washed for months. I asked her 
whether she was peeling the shrimps for her own consump- 
tion or for others, and was told that she did it for her 
living. “ What becomes of them then?” I asked, and was 

‘informed that they were potted and sold in Southport. 
Then I remembered having noticed in the windows cf 
| various restaurants in that town tempting-looking white pots 
containing shrimps embedded in butter, which I had inno- 
cently supposed to have been a native product prepared 
| on the premises. I have never eaten potted shrimps since 
' that day.—C. J. Wuirsy, M.D., Cantab. 
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DIETARY CRANKS. 


THE “ Alienist and Neurologist ” finds some amusement 
at the expense of the “ dietary crank.” It says: “A sect 
has lately arisen which has evolved a theory which is truly 
ponderous in the way in which it tramples down the joys 
of the table. The Ralston Club has solved the mystery 
of arteriosclerosis. Their logic is simple. The arteries 
calcify ; the lime-salts cause calcification ; all foods except 
fruits and all natural waters contain lime-salts; ergo: 
eat nothing but fruit, drink nothing but distilled 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 


SS A 
PARISH OF ST. MARY, ISLINGTON 


SANITARY INSPECTOR. 


dC ge Vestry of the above Parish, as the Sanitary Authority under 

. the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, being about, on the 2nd 
December, to appoint a Sanitary Inspector for District No. iz, the 
Public Health Committee is prepared to receive applications for 
the office. 

_ The salary will commence at £130 per annum, payable monthly, 
with an annual increment of £6 to a maximum of £160. Uniform, 
cap, and clothing will be supplied. 

The person appointed must reside in his district, and devote the 
whole of his time to the service of the Vestry, and will not be per- 
mitted to engage in any other occupation. 


Candidates, who must not be less than 25 years of age nor more © 


than 40, must make application in their own handwriting upon the 
form provided by the Vestry, stating their age, present position, past 
occupation, and qualifications. 

Candidates must be holders of a certificate of such body as the 
Local Government Board may approve, unless they have been, 
during three consecutive years preceding the year 1895, a Sanitary 
Inspector, or Inspector of Nuisances of a district in London, or of 
an urban sanitary district out of London, containing, according to 
the last published census, a population of not less than 20,000 in- 
habitants. 

The applications, enclosing copies of not more than three testi- 
monials of recent date, must be sent in to the undersigned before 
noon on Monday, November atst. 

Candidates selected will be written to and informed when they 
are to attend the Committee. 

The appointment will be subject to the approval of the Local 
Government Board, and to the medical examination of the person 
proposed to be appointed of his constitutional fitness for the position. 

Canyassing will be deemed a disqualification. : 

Wa. DEweEy, Vestry Clerk. 

Vestry Hall, Upper Street, N., November 3rd, 1898. 











water. They apparently assume that with this one mighty 
brain-throb they have solved the problem of life, and that 
they have left men no shadow of an excuse for dying under 
two hundred years of age. The monkey, the nearest of 
kin to the hairy progenitor of man, is appealed to as a 
touching instance of plain living (we wish we could add 
high thinking, but though the apostles of Ralston may be- 
lieve it they do not expressly say so). The monkey, they 
tell us, eats only fruits, and never drinks water with his 
meals. | Presumably the reason why he fails of the double- 
century mark in respect of age is because he does not drink 
distilled water. ‘The Ralstonites pause in their consideration 
of the animal kingdom with the monkey. This was un- 
fortunate. The raven, for instance, lives to be one hundred 
years old. He lives on carrion. The next army of cranks 
may be induced to follow his example. 

“The fruit-eating craze is possibly the most degenerate 
of the many recent fads. The fruit-eating and pot-bellied 
natives of the tropics and their next lower relatives, the 
apes, are truly inspiring objects of imitation by civilised 
man; not even their outdoor and arboreal lives save them 
from the consequences of a meagre and irritant regimen. 
It is truly pitiful to see the army of neurasthenics, dyspep- 
tics, and rheumatics, starving their tissues and acidulating 
their blood at the beck of a few, to put it charitably, hare- 
brained enthusiasts. It is fair to suppose that a troop of 
rickety children will later rise up and call them anything 
but blessed, a fate from which the ape saves himself by 
abundant potations of river water. The fact with regard 
to fruit is that although it contains little nourishment it 
agrees well with many people endowed with a vigorous 
gastric mucosa and fairly alkaline blood. To them it brings 
looseness and joy. In many dyspeptic states it is the first 
food-stuff to disagree, and to the ill-nourished neurasthenic 


| it is a miserable substitute for the better tissue builders. 


An appeal to the facts of evolution gives little comfort to 
the cranks of one dietary idea. Primitive man has as 
hunter and herdsman thriven on an animal dietary. Nuts 
and fruits have served his turn as well, and encouraged him 
to the cultivation of the cereals. There is no evidence to 
show that the people of any nation have become longer lived 
or shorter lived oh account of an exclusively vegetable 
dietary, or that any association of cranks has increased the 
longevity of its members by any exclusive system whatever.” 
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ADULTERATION IN LANCASHIRE. 


Dr. CAMPBELL Brown, the Public Analyst for the 
Administrative County, has submitted the following report 
on the proceedings taken under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act: “ During the year under review 1,474 samples 
have been analysed, including 1,131 purchased by superin- 


_ tendents of police, 263 samples (all butter, margarine, and 


cheese), by the Inspector for the Agricultural Society, and 
80 by Inspectors of District Councils and private purchasers. 
Of these, 225 were found to be offences, or 15.26 per cent. 
They are classified as follows: 351 samples of milk, of 
which 46 were offences; 466 samples of butter, of which 


' 128 were offences; 2 samples of bread and flour, of which 


o were offences; 43 samples of coffee, of which 3 were 
offences ; 141 samples of small groceries, of which 8 were 


offences 301 samples of spirits, of which 27 were offences ; 


4 samples of confectionery, of which one was an offence ; 
32 samples of drugs, of which 6 were offences; 134 samples 
of miscellaneous, of which 6 were offences, making a total 
of 1,474 samples and 225 offences. 

The number of. prosecutions reported is 233, namely, 
89 by the police and 144 by the Agricultural Inspector. 
Of these 233 cases 200 were convicted. The penalties 
varied from 1s. to £20. The average penalty was only 
Al 5s 7d., although this included two fines of £20 each. 
Most of the fines were totally inadequate to check adultera- 
tion. The proportion of offences is 15.26; again a large 
increase on the percentage of last year, following an increase 
on the previous year. The increase is due to two causes: 
(1) The activity and considerable skill of the Inspector for 
the Royal Lancashire Agricultural Society has enabled him 
to find 144 offences out of 263 sampies of butter purchased. 
This is an illustration of the advantage of occasional pur- 
chase of certain special articles by a specially skilled 
inspector. But the art of the adulterator is sometimes able 
to circumvent even a specialist, so that there is evidence 
this year that the purchase of specially selected samples is 
not sufficient, but should be carried on in addition to pro- 
miscuous purchase by ordinary inspectors, such as the police 
—for it has happened that the police have purchased sam- 
ples, passed by the skilled inspector, which has been found 
on analysis to be very cleverly but undoubtedly adulterated. 

(2) The other cause is not such a satisfactory one. I 
have frequently had to remark that the fines were inade- 
quate ; the courts, nevertheless, almost invariably convicted 
in former years. 

I have to point out now that in some courts it has be- 
come almost a habit to accept any excuse put forward in a 
plausible manner by defendant’s solicitor, without consider- 
ing how flimsy the excuse really is, and also to dismiss cases 
in which the reports of the analysts were challenged, with- 
out reference of the samples‘ to Somerset House. As 


Somerset House almost invariably confirms our opinion, 


it is evident that this'amounts to the courts deciding, not a 
legal question, but an analytical question, which they are 
not able to decide. 

As the Acts allow numerous loopholes by which guilty 
persons escape the law, and as it is very often a very diffi- 
cult matter for an inspector to get evidence legally sufficient, 
it is deplorable, in the interests of the public, that magis- 
trates should ever give unmerited protection to culprits in 
cases satisfactorily proved. 

In many defended cases, and in some other difficult 
cases, it appears to me to be very necessary that the super- 
intendents should have the assistance of a prosecuting 
solicitor, who has been well instructed by the analyst, and 
who has had experience in adulteration cases. He should 
be a man of sufficient weight to induce the court to deal 
seriously and firmly with offences of this kind. It will be 
in the recollection of many that about 12 years ago, when 
the country was confronted with an organised system of 
sophistication and fraud on a large scale in pepper, Mr. 
Sadler was instructed to conduct the cases throughout the 
country, with the result that the fraud, notwithstanding the 
fact that it had great wealth behind it, was in a few years 
completely checked, not only in Lancashire, but throughout 
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Great Britain, and some 4o tons of spurious pepper were 
retumed to one London warehouse from Lancashire alone. 
Some assistance of that kind is necessary now as a per- 


manency in Lancashire, as there has always been a prose- 
cuting solicitor in the City of Liverpool, whose services have ~ 


been invaluable. He would not have to attend every case, 
but only those in which the superintendent or the analyst 
considered it desirable for good reasons assigned. 

A Bill was introduced during the last session of Parlia- 
ment which, in some respects, would render proceedings 
less effective than at present; on the whole it fails to give 
effect to the recommendations to the Royal Commission. 
If a new Act is passed, it would be well to improve upon 
the present Act. It would be unwise to pass into law the 
increased penal clauses, because this would lead to more 
frequent non-conviction of offenders. The penalties in 
the present law are, for the most part, sufficient. What is 
wanted is that they should be enforced more firmly and 
uniformly than they are at present. There are, no doubt, 
defects in the law, but they are of less importance than the 
too frequent breakdown in the administration. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Nottingham, Hector Priestley, licensed victualler, 
of Gunthorpe, was summoned for selling whisky which was 
unduly adulterated, in contravention of the Act of Parlia- 
ment. Mr. R. H. Beaumont appeared for defendant. 
Colonel Story, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for 


| the Notts. County Council, deposed that on October 6th 


he purchased a sample of gin from defendant’s wife, and 
informed her for what purpose he had bought it. She 
said she was sorry he bought it, as she had fallen short of 
gin, and had had to send for some. He then purchased a 
sample of whisky, and divided it in the usual way into three 
parts. The report of the analyst was to the effect that the 
gin was genuine, but the whisky was 25 per cent. under 
proof, with added water 4.4 parts. In reply to Mr. Beau- 
mont, witness said he knew defendant had only recently 
obtained a licence. The hydrometer produced was only a 
cheap one. Addressing the Bench, Mr. Beaumont said he 
did not dispute that the liquor contained four parts more 
water than it ought to have done, but that was the result 
of defendant’s inexperience. He foolishly accepted advice 
that he need not buy an expensive hydrometer, but he was 
not told that if he used this cheap instrument the whisky 
must be 60 degrees of temperature at the time of testing. 
The defendant had bought the house, and it was not likely 
that he would run the risk of conviction. The total extra 
profit he could gain, even if he had done this wilfully, was 
only about 1d. per gallon. A fine of 21s. was imposed. 

AT Spittlegate, Charles Headland, landlord of the 
Thorold Arms, Marston, was summoned for selling adul- 
terated. whisky, on September 2ist. Sir Hugh A. H. 
Cholmeley said he had received a letter from Headland 
stating that he had been run over by a waggon, and was 
too ill to attend, so the case was heard in his absence. 
Police-Constable Wright said on the day in question he 
purchased a pint of whisky at defendant’s house, for which 
he paid zs. 4d. He divided it into three portions, one of 
which was sent to the county analyst. Supt. Cabourne 
produced the analyst’s certificate, which showed that the 
whisky was 27.87 under proof, the standard of strength 
being 25 under proof. The magistrates fined defendant 
2os., and Sir Hugh remarked that if there was another case 
against defendant his licence would be endorsed, as the. 
public must be protected. 

At Manchester, on November znd, William Varley 
Stansfield, 139, Ashton Old Road, was fined 63s. and 
costs for selling to Inspector Houliston, on the 30th Sep- 
tember last, gin containing 93 per cent. of spirit of 35 
degrees under proof and 7 per cent. of water; and a case 
against George Gamble, of 57, Lever Street, for selling rum 
containing 96 per cent. of spirit of 25 degrees under proof 
and 4 per cent. of water, was dismissed on payment of costs. 
Mr. Rook, superintendent of the Sanitary Department, 
prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation. ) 


- November 12, 1895. 









: 
: 
q 
: 





a" 


November 12, 18 


_ whisky. 


bourn. 


‘intended to seize the carcase. 


- 5 4 ig fi? 
be - a : — 
Rat eS er ter 


= Oh 
rpie >. ees 


FOOD 


— { BAe Sie’ 
a eres tL : 


is ‘, 
a , 5 
‘ (s s 


PE 
‘) 


J 
oy 4 
ws CA PF q 
a 


98, 


Data? 






AT Stamford, B. Drage, landlord of the “Red Lion 


Bt: Inn,” was charged with selling whisky 30.84 degrees under 
_ proof. 
Inspector Swaby, and Police-Supt. Johnson, who, in 


Mr. Atter defended.—The case was proved by 
reply to Mr. Atter, denied that when they purchased the 


_ whisky there was a card hanging on the keg which stated 


that “no alcoholic strength of any spirits is guaranteed. 


_ All spirits sold here are more or less diluted, according to 
the price charged.” 


Inspector Swaby said nothing was 
said to him about the card, and he paid top price for the 
The Bench held that the notice was not in its 
place on this particular occasion, and fined defendant £1, 
including costs. 


At Lambourn Petty Sessions, Alfred Deer, of Bristol, 
was charged, at the instance of the County Council, with 
selling adulterated whisky at the “ Hind’s Head Inn,” Lam- 
r Mr. H. Creed, of Reading, appeared for the prose- 
cution, and defendant (who wrote apologising for his non- 


attendance) admitted the offence. 


Mr. J. Gamble, inspector under the Food and Drugs 


_ Acts, proved the purchase of a pint of Irish whisky at 


defendant’s premises. 
A certificate by the county analyst was produced, show- 


ing that the whisky was adulterated with water to the extent 


of 34.6 per cent. As 25 per cent. was allowed by the Act, 
the offence consisted of adulterating to the extent of 9.6 
per cent. : 

The Bench stated that the offence was the first of its 
kind brought before them. A fine of £5 and gs. 6d. costs 
was inflicted. 


MEAT INSPECTION AT BIRKENHEAD. 


At Birkenhead, on November 4th, a summons was heard 
at the instance of the Corporation against Messrs. Poels, 
Brewster, Ramsden, and Duckham, meat salesmen, Wood- 
side Lairages, for having on the 15th October unlawfully 
deposited for the purpose of sale at the Woodside Lairages 
two sides of beef and a liver, which upon examination 
appeared to be diseased and unfit for the food of man. 
Mr. Fearnley, Deputy Town Clerk, supported the informa- 
tion, and Mr. Madden (instructed by Mr. Rudd) was for the 
defence. It appeared from the evidence of Meat Inspector 
Wagstaffe that at eleven o’clock on the forenoon of the date 
mentioned he was passing through the lairages, when in the 
corner of one of the slaughter-houses he saw a liver which 
was diseased, and which, on inspection, appeared to be 
riddled through with tubercles. The defendants’ foreman 


was there, and was shown the liver by the inspector, who re- | 
somewhere | 


marked that there was a diseased carcase 
amongst the cattle which were being dressed or cooled. In 
No. 9 cooling-house the inspector, after examining a number 
of carcases, found two sides of beef—on which were tickets 
bearing the name of the defendants—which were affected 
with tuberculosis. He sent for Mr. Brewster, one of the 
defendants, and pointed out the state of several of the 
glands in both sides of the beef to him, and added that he 
Mr. Brewster, however, re- 
plied that the meat was good and fit for anyone to eat, and 
that it was a shame to seize such meat. The inspector then 
sent for the medical officer of health, and under his direc- 
tion the meat was conveyed to the Town Hall, where it was 
subsequently seen by a magistrate, and ordered to be 
destroyed. In cross-examination the inspector admitted 
that the meat looked well, and had not been stripped or 
tampered with in any way. Thé liver was not hung on a 
hook, but lay in a corner among the dirt. Dr. Marsden, 
medical officer of health, gave evidence as to the condition 
of the meat, and said the whole carcase was riddled with 
tubercles from end to end. In his opinion it was totally 
unfit for human food. For the defence Mr. Madden 
urged that the liver was not intended for sale, but had been 
thrown into a corner to be removed and destroyed. With 
regard to the two sides of beef, they were perfectly good. 
He called numerous medical and other witnesses to prove 
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Bench decided to dismiss the summons, taking into con- 
sideration the conflicting nature of the medical and other 
evidence. 





MEAT. 


AT South West London, on October 2 5th, Mr. Hatton, 
one of the sanitary inspectors to the Wandsworth District 
Board of Works, asked for his worship’s order to destroy 
a dozen rabbits which were unwholesome and unfit for 
food. Mr. Hatton said he seized them at a shop in York 
Road.—Mr. Francis asked whether they stank, and was told 
they did badly—A question then arose as to whether the 
magistrate should make a personal inspection of the rabbits, 
they having been brought to the court and deposited in one 
of the outer rooms to allow of an examination.—Mr. Francis 
thought the condition of the rabbits should be sworn by the 
evidence, but the.chief clerk explained that it was the 
custom of magistrates to satisfy themselves by a personal 
inspection.—Mr. Francis: Perhaps some magistrates are 
fonder of smelling stinks than I am. (Laughter.)—The 
magistrate, however, consented on that occasion to view the 
rabbits, but took the opportunity of protesting against the 
necessity of such a proceeding.—Mr. Francis thereupon left 
the bench for the purpose of the inspection, and on re- 
turning granted the order asked for. 

AT Southampton, on October 24th, Austin Treloggan, 
trading as Osmond Brothers, East Street, Southampton, 
was summoned for having on his premises, intended for the 
food of man, fifteen pieces of bacon which were unsound, 
unwholesome, and unfit for food. 

The Town Clerk, Mr. G. B. Nalder, opened the case, 
and said the defendant carried on a very extensive business 
at Southampton and Portsmouth, and was designated “ The 
Bacon King.” The Town Clerk said he did not think 
the magistrates would have any doubt after hearing the 
evidence that the meat was in a very bad condition. The 
proof that it was deposited there not for the food of man, 
or was sound and fit for the food of man, rested with the 
defendant, and not with the prosecution. 

Chief Sanitary Inspector D. C. Amor, in the employ 
of the Southampton Corporation, said that in consequence 
of certain information he visited defendant’s premises on 
the 27th September, being accompanied by Assistant In- 
spector Hennen. When they got to defendant’s shop they 
saw an assistant, and went through the shop to a store at 
the rear, where he saw fifteen pieces of bacon hanging up, 
suspended from hooks in the wall. Underneath these was 
a board, on which was a quantity of sausage meat. After 
the bacon was examined it was found that pieces of fat 
and rind had been cut off three of them. The 
meat was green and stinking, and unfit for the food of man. 
There was a sausage machine at the end of the bench, and 
there was a large piece of beef, which was good, as was also 
the sausage meat. Witness subsequently fetched Mr. W. 
Bone, J.P., who condemned the meat. In witness’s opinion 
the bacon had been hanging there for some time. 

Inspector Hennen corroborated the evidence of the last 
witness as to what was found in the store. Whilst Mr. 
Amor went for Mr. Bone witness was left beind, and made 
a careful observation of the place. He saw two tubs, one 
containing sausage skins and the other tongues, the latter 
being perfectly good. Witness saw a heap of sausage meat, 
which was lying between the machine and the piece of 
bacon which was hung up. Assuming that this meat was 
bad or not intended for the use of man it was not a place 
in which he should expect to find it. 

Mr. W. Bone, J.P., said he examined the meat in ques- 
tion, and found the bacon in a very rotten state, and the 
stench was very bad. He subsequently had no hesitation 
in giving a certificate that the meat was bad and unfit for 
food. The shed had the appearance of being used for 
storing and manufacturing food which was sold in the shop. 

Dr. A. Wellesley Harris, medical officer of health, stated 
that he also examined the bacon at the Town Hall. They 


| were unsound, and totally unfit for the food of man, being 
that the meat was fit for food, and after a long hearing the | in a putrefying condition. 


They were green in parts, and 
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‘would have been very dangerous to the health of anyone 


eating it in any state, either prepared or otherwise. 

Dr. C. H. Russell, assistant medical officer of health, 
corroborated, and said that on the following day the defen- 
dant came to the Town Hall and asked witness if it would 
be possible for his medical man to see the meat, but was 
told that it had already been destroyed. Defendant thought 
it very unfair that he should not have a say in the matter. 

Mr. Mathews addressed the Court for the defence, 
which, he said, was one of fact, and the Bench would have 
to adjudicate upon it as such. The defence would, he 
thought, satisfy the Bench that the meat was not deposited 
there for the purpose of sale, or for the purpose of pre- 
paration for sale, nor was it intended for the food of man. 
The defence was that as a fact it had been found that the 
meat was bad, and on the day previous to the visit of the 
inspectors a claim was actually sent in to the firm who sup- 
plied the bacon, and as a matter of fact the claim was 
allowed in full. The meat was not deposited there for the 
purpose of sale, neither was it intended for use as food, but 
it was simply put there, awaiting the arrival of the credit 
note, or an inspection by the representative of the firm who 
had supplied it. 

Mr. Mathews called John William Fixter, a salesman in 
the employ of the defendant, who said he received the 
pieces of bacon in question on the 20th September from a 
firm in London. On the 23rd he examined the bacon, 
and found some of it was bad. The same afternoon he 
told defendant about it, who told him to put it out behind, 
and he would send in a claim for it. The bacon was put 
out behind in case there should be any dispute. . He put 
the bacon in the yard the same afternoon, and there it re- 
mained until the 27th September. Up to the time of its 
seizure no portion of those fifteen pieces had been touched. 
Witness knew a claim was to be made, and he heard after- 
wards that it was accepted and paid. Witness had been 
in the trade seventeen years, and it was quite usual that such 
a course should be adopted. 

The Town Clerk asked the witness whether he was a 
Witness in a case against defendant for an alleged similar 
offence at Portsmouth, but Mr. Mathews objected to the 
question, and the objection was upheld. In reply to further 
questions by the Town Clerk, witness said he did not in- 
form the Health Officer that the meat was bad, and he did 
not know that there was any need for it. He had had 
experience of bad meat once before at Portsmouth, and he 
then left it in the shop in some barrels. He was present 
when the inspectors were examining the meat, but did not 
tell them that a claim was being made in respect of it, or 
that he knew it was bad. 

David Wilson, in the employ of the London firm, who 
supplied the bacon in question to the defendant, said that 
in September a claim was made by defendant as to the 
bacon, but he could not give the date. The claim was 
investigated by the firm, and allowed in full. 

Cross-examined: Witness said he could not swear as to 
the date of the claim. He had brought no papers with 
him to corroborate his statement. He thought there would 
be no difficulty in getting the original claim. There was no 
mention, so far as he knew, that defendant had got into 
trouble about the meat. 

Mr. Mathews said he had the analyst, Mr. Angell, and 
the man who had made the sausages, who would give 
evidence as to the absolute purity of the meat used, but the 
Mayor said there was no imputation as to the sausages. 

Defendant was then sworn, and said when his assistant 
told him of the state of the meat he told him to weigh it, 
and put it on one side awaiting inspection or credit note. 
He made a claim for the meat on the 26th September, and 
the inspectors visited the place on the 27th, and the claim 
was subsequently allowed in full and settled on October 
5th. From the 23rd September, after the conversation 
with the assistant, the meat was not deposited for sale, 
neither was it put there for preparation for food. 

Cross-examined : The claim did not appear in his letter 
book, as he did not think it necessary. He went to Mr. 
Lamport, who told him to go down to the Town Hall and 
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Lamport so, but it was not so bad as was stated. 


After a brief retirement, the Mayor said the magistrates | 
considered the case had been proved, and fined defendant — 


1 in respect of each piece of meat, the total fine and costs 
amounting to £15 13s. 6d. 


MILK. 


AT Bournemouth Police-Court, Charles V. Groyes, 
Maple Road, Winton, was summoned for selling adulter- 
ated milk on September 16th.—Evidence as to the purchase 
of the milk from an employee named .Regan was given by 
Edward Robert Bond, assistant to Mr. W. E. Robinson, 
Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, Southampton. 
The latter produced the analysis of a sample of the milk 
made by the public analyst, stating that it was deficient to 
the extent of 19 per cent. of fat—-Mr. H. Trevanion, on 
behalf of the defendant, urged that there was no intent to 
defraud the public. Regan was in the habit of taking milk 
in a hand can for customers in addition to what he had in 
the churn, and on the day in question he took by accident 
three quarts of skimmed milk used for sale to customers 
for cooking purposes at a lower price. It was a pure acci- 
dent that on this one occasion such a thing had happened. 
The defendant admitted the milk was deficient, and as soon 
as he found the mistake out he supplied the few customers 
who had had the skimmed milk with pure milk in its place. 
—The defendant was called, and bore out this statement. 
He said he had been in business for thirteen years, and 
such a thing had never happened before. He found out 
the error almost as soon as Regan had left.—The Chairman 
said it was a technical offence, but the Bench must convict. 
They did not think the defendant intended to break the 
law, and were glad to learn he took the steps he did to 
remedy the mistake. The costs were #1 14s. 1%d., and 
he would have to pay in all £2. F. Whicher Law, The 
Triangle, Bournemouth, was summoned for a similar 
offence on October 8th.—In this case the analysis gave 
“added water nine per cent.”’—Mr. Cocker, solicitor, on 
behalf of the defendant, denied all knowledge of added 
water. His client had been in business for eighteen years, 
and had never had a complaint before. He pointed out 
that Dr. Angell took a higher standard of milk than was 
taken by Somerset House, and the sample analysed was 
actually a little higher than the lowest standard. He 
asked the Bench on that alone to say there was no offence. 
—The defendant said he never received a complaint in his 
life about his milk, and had never added water to it.— 
Bertha Hayball, assistant to the defendant, said the milk 
was sold as it was received at the shop.—A fine of £3, 
including costs, was inflicted. 

At Southampton, William Witt was summoned, under 
the Food and Drugs Act, for selling milk not of the sub- 
stance, nature, and quality demanded, at Bitterne, on the 
tith ult., and the analyst’s certificate of the sample sent to 
him went to show that there was 80 per cent. of pure milk, 
and 20 per cent. of added water.—Mr. W. L. Bell appeared 
for the defendant, and raised the objection that it was not 





stated on the face of it who was the prosecutor, also, that | 


the purchaser, Mr. Bond, did not conform to the provisions 
of the Act by asking the defendant to go to the Parish 
Room. Assuming, however, said Mr. Bell, that his objec- 
tions failed, although his client was technically responsible, 
his son would prove that the milk was brought in the morn- 
ing, and was not thereafter out of his charge, so that it 
could not have been tampered with. Then it might be 
mentioned that Mr. Witt had been in business between thitry 
and forty years.—Bernard Witt, defendant’s son, spoke to 
purchasing the milk of two young men at St. Denys, and 
paying rod. per gallon for it——The magistrates retired to 
consider their decision, and on their return into court, Sir 
O’Bryen Hoare said they must protect the public, and the 
defendant was liable to a penalty of #20. The least they 
could do was to impose a penalty of #2 and costs— 
43 3s. 8d. altogether. Frederick C. Nevill, of Bitterne, 
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see if he could get the meat inspected by his own medical - 
man. The meat was admittedly bad, and he told Mr. — 
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_ for whom Mr. C. Lamport appeared, next answered to a 
~ summons for selling milk which was adulterated with 19 
_ per cent. of water—Mr. Lamport said his client, who 
_ pleaded guilty, did so because he knew he was responsible ; 


but it was only fair to point out that the defendant was a 
respectable tradesman, and had taken over the business 
which his father carried on for thirty or forty years without 
Whatever legal liability might attach to the 
The milk was bought 
at Hedgend on the day on which it was sold, and he could 
most conclusively prove that it had not been tampered with 
As there was no written warranty with the 


O’Bryen Hoare said the Bench did not consider the de- 


_fendant was morally guilty of the offence, any more than 


the defendant in the previous case, but they were alike 
legally responsible, and it was to be hoped that in the 
They could see no 
difference between this case and the one they had just 
disposed of, and the defendant must pay a fine of #2 and 
costs, amounting altogether to #2 17s. 8d. 


_ AT Portsmouth, Harry Paddon, of 69, Blackfriars Road, 
Southsea, was summoned for selling a pennyworth of milk 
on the 22nd September, which had five per cent. of cream 
abstracted.—The milk was purchased from defendant by a 
boy, named William Pitman, acting under the instructions 
of Inspector Monckom, acting under the Food and Drugs 
Act. The Inspector waited round the comer while the 
purchase took place.—Mr. B. Kent, who defended, put the 
defendant in the witness-box, and elicited the fact that he 
had started with about ten gallons of milk, and that there 
was only about a quart left when the Inspector’s sample was 
taken—To Mr. King, who prosecuted, defendant said he 
did not sell any cream, except that which he bought for 
special orders, and he did not sell skim milk. He bought 
the milk from Mr. Coates, of the Beresford Diary.—Mr. 
Kent submitted that the percentage of deficient cream was 
very small. The defendant had been in the trade four 
years, and though he had been convicted once before, it 
was only a small case, eight per cent. abstracted.—Mr. 
King interposed with a remark that the defendant took 
off just the top of the cream.—Mr. Kent objected to this 
as an unfair statement without proof, and Mr. Cousins 
sided with him, saying that the statement was merely theo- 
retical— The defendant was convicted, and fined ros. and 
costs, gs. 6d. Henry Quennelll of 77, Jessie Road, 
Southsea, was summoned under similar circumstances, the 
percentage of cream missing being nine.—Defendant said 
the weather was all against the milk, and he had to give up 
having it from the people who supplied him from Peters- 
field—Mr. Cousins pointed out that milk purveyors could 
protect themselves by getting written warranties with the 
milk.—Defendant who had been convicted in 1894 in a 
similar case, was now fined £1 and 8s. 6d. costs. 


At Southport, James Brown, milk dealer, 31, Tulketh 
Street, was summoned for selling a pint of milk to Inspec- 
tor Kirkbridge, which proved on analysis to have 7 per 
cent. of added water and 7.9 per cent. of non-fatty solids, 
whereas normal milk should contain at least 8.5 per cent. 
—Defendant said he sold the milk as he received it, but 
the Bench imposed a fine of 10s. and costs, and allowed 
half-a-guinea analyst’s fee. James Nicholi, 13; Man- 
chester Road, was charged with selling milk which con- 
tained only 2.63 per cent. of fat, whereas sound milk should 
The analyst’s certificate 
showed that the deficiency had been probably caused by 
skimming.—Defendant stated that he sold the milk exactly 
as he had received it from the farmer—A fine of 10s. and 
costs was imposed, and half-a-guinea analyst's fee allowed. 


At Southampton, on November 4th, Julia _Gordon, 
Upper Back-of-the-Walls, was summoned for selling adul- 
terated milk.— The Town Clerk prosecuted, Mr. Bell 
defended, and Mr. Lamport held a watching brief on behalf 
of the original vendors, the Southern Counties Dairy Com- 
pany.—The Town Clerk said the only point the magis- 
trates had to determine was whether the warranty which 























defendant had received was a sufficient defence to the 
charge. The warranty was to the effect that the company 
guaranteed all milk supplied by them to be absolutely pure. 
—The Town Clerk contended that this warranty was not 
sufficient, as it was not a specific warranty for the parti- 
cular article sold on the day in question. The Town Clerk 
read a case bearing on the point, and said that if defendant 
could prove her warranty he would withdraw the case. The 
warranty was dated in December, 1897, and he submitted 
that it was not such a warranty which satisfied the statute, 
as it was too general, and not specific—Mr. Bell con- 
tended that the book sent with the milk, and in which the 
supply was entered, was sufficient to connect the can in 
question with the contract and the warranty. The book 
she received from the company described in each case when 
supplied whether it was milk or skim milk.—The magis- 
trates consulted the Town Clerk on the point of law raised, 
and the Chairman stated that they were advised that the 
warranty was not sufficient—Formal evidence as to the pur- 
chase of the milk and its analysis was given, the latter stat- 
ing that the sample contained ten per cent. of added water. 
—Mr. Bell said the milk was sold in perfect good faith, and 
defendant could not account for the presence of added 
water. The milk had not been tampered with since it was 
supplied to her.—A fine of ros. and costs was imposed, 
and the defendant was advised to see that she had a label 
with each can delivered.—Mr. Lamport said his clients 
were perfectly prepared to stand by their warranty and 
accept all responsibility, whilst they always courted 
inspection. 

WILLIAM STANLEY, farmer, Pelsall, was summoned at 
Rushall for selling adulterated milk—Mr. Van Tromp 
(county inspector) prosecuted.—The certificate of the 
county analyst was put in, and showed 7 per cent. of added 
water.—Defendant was fined £2, with gs. costs, and 
£1 14s. 6d., the costs of the prosecution. Benjamin 
Barton, miner, Pelsall, was summoned for a similar offence, 
the proportion of added water being 8 per cent. in this 
instance.—In this case a fine of £2 gs. 6d., including 
costs, was inflicted. 


At Stratford, William Cotton, a milk dealer, of Queen’s 
Road, Barking, was summoned at the instance of the Bark- 
ing District Council for selling milk which, upon analysis, 
proved to be adulterated with 15 per cent. of water.— 
Defendant pleaded guilty, and observed that on that parti- 
cular day he could not get enough milk, so he put water 
in the can “to make it go round.”—A fine of #5 was 
imposed. 

At Smethwick, on November 2nd, William Burrows, 
of Foundry Lane, Winson Green, was charged at the in- 
stance of Mr. Van Tromp (inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act) with selling milk which he had adulterated with 
water, and from which cream had been extracted.—From 
the evidence, it appeared that an assistant obtained a 
sample of milk from defendant, which was found upon 
analysis to contain 6 per cent. of added water and 6 per 
cent. of the cream extracted.—Defendant pleaded that the 
bought the milk from a dealer, and had not interfered with 
it.—Defendant was fined £2 2s. 6d., including costs. 


At North London, Robert Harris, of Kingsbury Road, 
Ball’s Pond, was summoned by the Islington Vestry for 
selling as new milk an article which was certified to be 
deficient in quality——He said he sold the milk as he got it. 
He had been summoned before, and was then told that he 
should protect himself by getting a warranty with his goods. 
He said that dairymen would not give warranties with small 
quantities—Mr. D’Eyncourt: The last time you were here 
you said you would not sell milk again, but it evidently 
pays. You will be fined £3, and 12s. 6d. costs. Evan 
Benjamin Davis, of Ball’s Pond Road, was also summoned 
by the Vestry for selling milk adulterated with 21 per cent. 
of added water.—He also said he had sold the milk as he 
had bought it, and had no idea of defrauding the public— 
He was fined £1, and 12s. 6d. costs.—Mr. Sanders pro- 
secuted for the Vestry; and Inspectors Metcalf and Watson 
gave evidence. 
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At Sheffield, Henry Marsden, of 7, Evans Street, was 
summoned for selling adulterated milk.—Mr. Collingwood 
prosecuted, and Mr. A. Muir Wilson appeared for the 
defendant, who is a milk carrier for the Callow Park Dairy 
Milk Company.—On the morning of October znd he was 
carrying milk in Leadmill Road, and Inspector Duro pur- 
chased a pint from him. The public analyst certified that 
there was 7.5 per cent. of added water in the sample.— 
Mr. Wilson said that the Callow Park Dairy Milk Com- 


pany, in order that the milk consumers might be protected, 


and as a safeguard to themselves, took samples of all the 
milk given to their employees. The sample taken of the 
milk supplied to defendant on this day had been analysed, 
and was certified perfectly pure. The portion of the 
sample taken by the Inspector had also been analysed for 
the defendant, and was shown to contain seven parts of 
added water. Defendant admitted that he had added a 
small quantity of water, because he was short of milk.— 
A fine of 1os., including costs, or, in default of payment, 
seven days’ imprisonment, was imposed. 


ALLEGED ADULTERATION OF BUTTER MILK. 


INspecTOR M’MASTER summoned Andrew Milliken, 
Ballykennedy, Dundrod, at Belfast, for selling buttermilk 
adulterated to a greater extent than permitted by the Act. 
The inspector deposed to analysing a portion of a quantity 
of buttermilk, which the defendant was selling, and finding 
in it ten parts of water more than allowed by Act of Parlia- 
ment. Mr. W. H. Hancock, who defended, said that the 
prosecution must fail both on the facts and on the law. 
The defendant was a respectable farmer, who resided at 
Dundrod, some nine miles from Belfast, with his mother. 
The latter looked after the churning of the milk, and it 


would be proved added no more water than was necessary | 


for the purpose of bringing the milk to the requisite tem- 
perature for chuming. On several occasions the buttermilk 
had been tested, and until this no prosecution had been 
brought. For years the butter and buttermilk had been 
sent to Belfast, and both were of the best quality. It was 
a matter of common knowledge that the primary object of 
churning was to produce good butter, and the milk was a 
sort of refuse. The Act of Parliament contained a proviso 
that when it was necessary to add any ingredient for the 
purpose of producing the article no conviction should be 
recorded. Mr. Hancock quoted a case decided by the 
High Court of Justiciary in Scotland where a farmer, who 
had before been convicted of selling buttermilk with 30 
per cent. added water, the magistrates had the conviction 
reversed. Evidence was given in the case to show that 
25, 30, and even 50 per cent. water might be necessary for 
churning purposes. It would seem that the quantity was 
determined by a variety of considerations. The Io per 
cent. complained of in this case was so small that it could 
not be contended it was fraudulently added to increase the 
bulk. Andrew Milliken stated that his mother, who carried 
on the churning, had been sending milk into the city for 
the past 50 years. From the time he left home till he 
reached the shop he had added no water. Mr. Hodder 
dismissed the case without prejudice. 


DANISH BUTTER FRAUDS. 


At Birmingham Police Court, Arthur John Clarke, 
grocer and provision dealer, was summoned for selling (by 
his manager) butter which was adulterated with foreign 
fat. Mr. Hiley appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Baker de- 
fended. On the 8th inst. Inspector Jones sent a woman 
into the defendant’s shop at 392, Dudley Road, for half a 
pound of butter and two ounces of tea. She paid 6d. for 
the butter and 1d. for the tea. The butter was 
served from a small square at the back of the counter by 
the manager. There was a label in front of the article 
bearing the words, “ Pure Danish Butter.” On analysis 
the article was found to contain 40 per cent. of foreign fat. 
Mr. Hiley explained that in a great many of these small 
shops it was quite usual on Saturday night to palm off mar- 
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garine for butter on poor people. Mr. Baker submitted 


in defence that defendant paid his managers well, and since 
a conviction that occurred some time ago he had been most 
particular to instruct his managers to observe the law. 
Defendant was called and examined, and the manager 
of the shop in question said that the offence arose through 
a mistake. Mr. Fisher said it was curious the mistake 
never seemed to be in favour of the purchaser. The system 
of establishing shops in the city made it more important that 
their heads should look after their managers and take greater 
precautions than defendant had taken. The working 
classes should have what they asked for. Defendant'would 
have to pay £5 and costs or a month. William Suck- 
ling, 335, Bridge Street West, was fined 40s. and costs for 
selling butter containing 60 per cent. of foreign fat. 
George Hinton, 1o9, Winson Green Road, was summoned 
for an offence under the Margarine Act. Defendant, 
who had been twice fined previously, was fined £5 and 
costs or a month. 








MARGARINE. 


At Liverpool, on November 2nd, H. and J. Semple, St. 
Anne Street, were summoned for having sold butter that 
contained foreign ingredients to the extent of 9 per cent. 
of water and 55 per cent of fats other than butter. A 
penalty of 4os. and costs was imposed. ‘Thomas Stewart, 
Windsor Street, was also fined 4os. and costs for a similar 
offence, and J. Mitchell, Mill Street, for having sold as 
butter a product containing 9 per cent. of water and up- 
wards of 60 per cent. of fats other than butter, was fined 
45 and costs. Previous convictions were proved. 





_ BUTTER FOR FOOD OR CART-GREASE. 


At Yarmouth Police-Court, on November 4th, Frederick 
William Pettingill, auctioneer, Regent Street, was sum- 
moned for exposing for sale four tubs of butter unfit for 
human consumption.—The Town Clerk prosecuted, and 
Mr. A. E. Cowl defended.—Inspector Hassall said that, on 
October 29th he visited the Market Place, and found de- 
fendant offering goods for auction. Among them were 
four tubs of butter. One he offered in witness’s presence. 
He examined it, and found it was rancid and bad. After 
defendant had sold the first tub for 2s. 6d. to a man named 
Bacon he called his attention to the state of the butter, 
and seized it. Then the Medical Officer of Health saw it, 
and after that it was condemned by a magistrate. The 
total weight of the butter was zcwt. 17lbs. 

Cross-examined: It smelt very badly, and it would be 
patent to most people that it was not intended for food. 

Re-examined: Defendant called it butter. 

Cross-examined: He could not give any other name 
to it. 

By the Bench: Defendant did not intimate in any 
way that the butter was bad. 


Walter Geo. Naunton, retired grocer, said he noticed . 


that the butter was in a very offensive condition and unfit 
for food. 

Cross-examined: Witness was not there to purchase 
provisions, and he saw no grocers or provision merchants 
there. No sane person would think of buying the butter 
for human food. It was as bad as it could be. 

Dr. J. Bately, Medical Officer of Health, said the butter 
seized was extremely rancid and quite unfit for human food. 

Mr. Cowl, in defence, said that the butter never was 
offered for sale for the food of man. The state of the 
butter itself was sufficient notice to the public that it was 
never intended for such a purpose. It was rancid and 
stinking, and was sold for cart grease or melting down. 
Sales of such butter took place nearly every week. The 
tub sold was disposed of to Mr. Bacon, whose business 
consisted in buying butter that had gone bad from grocers 
and others, which was used not for food, but for other 
purposes. It was utterly absurd to suppose the butter was 
offered as food. 

Defendant said he had conducted sales on Church Plain 


1898. 


1 
7 
{ 
{ 











¥ 
i 


f 


: 
: 
j 







Pe 
“phd 


a 








an . 1G: 
4 


va aan ; haste 
> 1s Fe ne “{ 7 y ics ee 
| November 12, 1898. 


‘aa ; 


4 for many years without any complaint. He sold the stuff 


complained of as butter because he could not call it any- 
thing else. It had been butter, and he supposed it con- 
tinued butter. There was no one in his audience likely to 


buy the butter for food. Dealers in cart grease were bid- 
_ ding for it. The tub sold for 2s. 6d. contained between 


_ thirty and forty pounds. That was not a food price. This 
sort of butter was generally used for cart grease and melting 
down. 

Cross-examined: He called it butter ironically. It was 
self-evident that the butter was not fit for food, and he did 
not deem it necessary to explain this to the public. He 
did not know that grocers only obtained 1s. per cwt. for 
spoiled butter. 

Robert Bacon, dealer, said he was bidding with others 
for the butter. He was not a provision merchant, but he 
bought anything from a needle to a diamond. He was 
constantly buying stuff of this kind, and had a regular 
outlet for it at Tunbridge’s, the candle manufacturers. He 
would have given ros. for the lot, and would still. If any- 
one had stood over the butter he would soon have had to 
get away from it. No one would think it was for food, 
and a man out of prison would not have touched it. He 
never sold butter to grocers or anywhere but at Tunbridge’s. 
He paid for bad butter according to the quality. 

Edward Jackman, dealer, another bidder for the butter, 
said he would have converted it into cart grease. He had 
no idea of buying it for food, nor would anyone else. 

Clem Archer, another dealer, who also bid for the butter, 
said if it was knocked down to him he should have sent it 
to his son at Marsham to grease his cart wheels with. 

The Deputy-Mayor said that the case would be dis- 
missed, as the magistrates did not consider the material 
was being sold for food. 


SWEET SPIRITS OF NITRE. 


_ At Holywell Sessions, Wm. Williams, of Bagillt, was 
summoned by Deputy Chief Constable Hughes, Inspector of 
Foods and Drugs, for selling sweet spirits of nitre under 
the required strength. The analyst’s report showed that 
the sample contained only one-third the minimum of the 
active principle of the spirit, and five per cent. of water. 
Defendant produced a gallon jar, and said he bought the 
spirits of nitre about three years ago, and he had done 
nothing to it except taking the cork out when required. 
He bought it as pure spirits, and sold it in the same state. 
—Deputy Chief Constable Hughes said he did not press 
the case, as he considered the failure in the strength of the 
spirit was owing to the ignorance of the defendant in keep- 
ing the spirits in such a negligent manner. If the spirits 
was kept in small glass-stoppered bottles, it would retain 
its strength——The Chairman: And also, not to buy it in 
such large quantities. Fined 2s. 6d. and 1gs. rod. costs. 


OIL OF ALMOND. 


James Epwarp Buss, chemist and druggist, of High 
Street, Melksham, was summoned by Mr. Beardsley, in- 
spector under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling four 
ounces of oil of almonds which was not of the nature and 
substance demanded by the purchaser. The Inspector 
read the section under which the proceedings were taken, 
and said it was very important that all drugs sold should 
be of the purest quality, and above suspicion. In this case 
‘it was not so, the sample being adulterated with, at least, 
25 per cent. of oil other than almond oil. The Inspector 
then went on to show that this was an article much used 
in domestic medicine. A number of samples had been 
taken, but this was the first case of the kind in the county. 
—Arthur Latty, an assistant, deposed to purchasing the 
oil on September roth. He paid 6d. for it—The Inspec- 
tor then deposed to taking the oil back to Mr. Bush, and 
telling him why he had purchased it. He submitted the 
sample to the county analyst, and now put in his certificate 
to the effect that it was adulterated with other oil to the 
extent of 25 per cent.—Mr. Bush, speaking for his own 
defence, referred to his experience as an analyst, and said 
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he had made a careful analysis of the oil supplied to the 
Inspector. He admitted it contained 2 5 per cent. of persic _ 
almond oil, and consequently did not come up to the stan- 
dard as laid down by the British Pharmacopeeia for 1898. 
That standard, he said, only came into operation in May 
of the present year—four months ago. In previous editions. 
no standard was laid down, and the oil in question was 
purchased before the alteration—Mr. Beardsley: There 
has been no alteration. Almond oil must be almond oil A 
the Pharmacopeeia cannot alter that—Mr. Bush, proceeding, 
admitted a technical offence had been committed, but said 
there was no intention to defraud, and no moral offence.— 
The Bench remarked that they were unanimous in saying 
there was no intention at all to defraud, but it was defen- 
dant’s duty to see his goods were in accordance with the 
requirements, and they were bound to take notice of it— _ 
A fine of £1, including costs, would be imposed. 


TUBERCULOUS MILK AND INFANT MORTALITY. 


THE Llanelly medical officer, in the course of his 
quarterly report, has drawn attention to the alarming in- 
crease in the mortality from consumption, a third of the 
deaths being ascribed to this cause. One of the principal 
reasons for the presence of the disease is found in the drink- 
ing of milk from cows suffering from tubercular complaints. 
He suggests that a serious effort should be made to induce 
the Government to legislate in the matter, as it would be 
easy to adopt measures for stamping out the contagion. 


EAST RIDING COUNTY COUNGIL AND THE TAKING OF 
SAMPLES. 


THE Public Analyst’s report showed that samples of 
milk, lard, whisky, and butter had been submitted to him. 
From none of the divisions were more than three samples 
sent to the analyst. Councillor Savege referred to what 
appeared to him, from the report, to be a limit put upon 
the number of articles submitted for analysis during each 
quarter, and said that in Middle Holderness Division, 
should this prevail, if the superintendent of police com- 
menced at Sutton, it would take him five years if he went 
through the division before he got back again. Alderman 
Burton promised that this matter should receive attention. 


BEER AND WHISKY EXPERIMENTS: INTERESTING 
REPORT BY THE CHESTER COUNTY ANALYST. 


DurinG the quarter ending September 30th, 1898, says 
Mr. J. Carter Bell, I have analysed 227 Samples, consisting of 
52 Milks, 37 Butters, 28 Beers, 17 Coffees, 16 Spirits, ro 
Peppers, 3 Lemon Squash, 3 Pickled Onions, 5 Jams, 7 Arrow- 
roots, 2 Cheeses, 2 Ciders, 1 Black Currant Wine, 1 Port Wine, 
1 Lemon Crystals, 1 Lime Juice Cordial, 1 Green Peas, 1 
Flour, 1 Tincture of Rhubarb, 1 Paregoric, 1 Vinegar, 1 
Ginger, 1 Sugar, 1 Orange Quinine Wine, 22 Waters, and 
1r Effluents. 

Of these 7 were adulterated, namely, 3 Butters, 3 Coffees, 
and 1 Milk. The Butters were adulterated with from 75 to 
80 per cent. of Foreign Fat. The Coffees from 20 to 45 
per cent. of Chicory, and the Milk was adulterated with 10 
per cent. of water. 

Of the 52 Milks, 50 were First Class and over the 
Standard. 


I contained over 10 per cent. of Total Solids. 
I ” ” It ” ” ” 
34 ” ” 12 ” ” ? 
I4 ” ” 13 ” ” ” 
I ” ” 14 ” ” ” 
I ” ” Is ” ” ” 


The Green Peas contained a trace of Copper, which I 
looked upon as accidental. The samples of Lemon Squash 
were chiefly composed of Citric Acid, Sugar and Water, and 
the Lemonade Crystals were made up of about 25 per cent. 
of Citric Acid, and 75 per cent. of Sugar coloured a bright 
yellow. 

The 28 Beers were all of fair quality, but differed very 









1174: 








much in composition, price having very little to do with the 
quality, as the following table will show. A beer at 2s. 8d. 
a gallon being practically the same as that at 1s. 4d. Inno 
case was the salt over 50 grains to the gallon. 


No. of | Price per Proof Mineral Salt 
Sample. Gallon. Alcohol. Spirit Extract. Matter. (Grains to 
Gallon). 
3247 2s. 8d. 45 9°86 517 "36+ 39°2 
3248 ” 4°0 8-77 2°65 "16 12:0m., 
401 2s. od. 4°31 9°45 4°21 "23 8"4 
405 Ns 404 ro'8I 3°84 26 44°6 
408 ” 431 9°45 4°03 ‘23 20°5 
409 ” 5°87 12°84 4°37 "26 157 
410 :; 4:94 10°81 570 ‘28 33'0 
3245 ” 4°5 9°86 3.7 2 LO 175 
3246 2 525 I1'49 3°89 ‘25 33°0 
2264 a 4°94 10°81 4°31 "29 27°0 
2265 rf 341, 7°49 37 ‘18 24°5 
2266 " 3°71 8°13 3°41 n22, 17'5 
2267 i 5°50 12°16 4°73 ‘24 14°3 
2268 ” 5°25 11°49 2°35 20 20°2 
2269 os 4°31 9°45 2°90 ‘IQ 16°5 
404 1s. 8d, 5°56 12°16 417 ‘23 20°3 
4Il 3 4°31. 9°45 4°76 ‘28 23°8 
1441 in 4°02 10°13 4°70 26 192 
1469 +3 372 ‘8°13 5°23 ‘17 31'5 
1470 0 3°12 6°84 4°03 ‘31 41°3 
1471 Pe 4°62 10°13 3°92 ‘I3 161 
1472 ‘ 494 0°81 5°20 "38 30°5 
1473 4:94 0°81 4°10 "36 49°0 
1474 a 5°50 12°16 4°20 ‘22 52 
1475 4:62 10°13 4°35 "20 476 
1476 s Sq diy 49 3°58 "36 27°4 
3243 1s. 4d. 4°00 faite a) 3°52 aity, 273 


3244 % 4°00 8:77 2° “I g'I 

At the request of the Chief Inspector, I have performed 
the following experiments in order to contradict the state- 
ments put forth by many publicans when summoned for 
having an excess of water in their Spirit, who say that the 
excess is due to the Spirit being left in a badly corked 
bottle, which has allowed some of the Spirit to evaporate, 
and has left an excess of water. ‘To put this question to a 
crucial test, I placed a bottle of Whisky in a cupboard 
without putting the cork into the bottle, and left it in that 
state for nearly six months, testing the Spirit from time to 
time, to ascertain the loss of Spirit and gain of Water : 

On April ies 1898, the per centage of Water was 18'8 


Ce eOOE 7 ” ” 19°5 
May 3rd fe 7 ” 20'0 
3g t2th ” ” ” 20°4 

a att Oth meee, a ys 20°6 
Aeer2STC Mia; ” ” 210 
June 8th ne * a 21°4 
ia 14th "” ” ” 22°2 
Pene2TSE ” ” ” 23°4 
ul 7th ” ” ” 24°1 
J if 15th ” ” ” 24 8 
ee LOCO m,y f . 256 

A 20th iy, it ” 26'2 
Aug. 3rd c, " ” 268 
” 13th ” ” ” 27°6 

Smet th ah os ” ” 28°5 

” 26th ” ” ” 29'0 
Sept. Ist rr ” ” 29°5 
ee oth oy ” ” 29°7 

+ roth ” ” ” 390°3 
Oct. ist A ” * 32°0 


Thus in the first four weeks the gain of Water is only 
1°8 per cent., and in eight weeks the increase does not 
amount to 5 per cent., and after about six months the gain 
of Water is only about 13 per cent. 

From these experiments it will be seen that it is a very 
poor defence to put forward the statement, that the cask or 
bottles has been loosely corked, as it is not very likely 
that one bottle or cask would suffice for several months 
consumption. 

The 22 Waters do not call for many remarks, with the 
exception of the Water from Bromborough Urban District 
Council. A complaint was made that the Water had a 
peculiar odour. I made this the subject of a special 
Bacteriological and Microscopical research. Chemically, 
the Water was of a high degree of purity, but it contained 
moving organisms in the shape of Daphnia pulex. It also 
contained the micro organism Crenothrix polyspora. ‘This 
may be the cause of the peculiar odour. The only odour 
I could detect was that of a sooty origin, as if the sample 
had been taken from an unclean cistern. On passing the 
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Water through a simple sand filter, all smell, and vegetable 


matter were removed. “ 

_ In regard to the soapy effluents from Congleton, these 
could easily be purified with profit to the silk manufacturers. 
For it is only necessary to add Hydrochloric or Sulphuric 
Acid to the soap solution ; the soap is decomposed, the 
fatty matter floats on the top and can be pressed and made 
into soap again, the resulting effluent being passed through 
a limestone and coke filter. ’ . oe 

_ Total numberof Samplesanalysed during the Quarter, 227. 

(Signed) J. CARTER BELL, A.R.S.M., &c. 
September 3oth, 1808. County Analyst. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR THE ADULTERATOR. 


THEY are making the way of the transgressor hard in 
Germany when the offence is that of adulterating milk. A 
woman of Cologne, who had twice been convicted and 
fined small sums for having had too frequent recourse to 
the cow with the iron tail has just been sentenced to three 
weeks’ imprisonment, a fine of three pounds, and the 
publication of her sentence, for having added 15 per cent. 
of water to the milk which she vended to her customers. 
Her defence was the remarkable one that she was ac- 
customed to cool the milk by immersing the can in water, 
and that, the can having a small hole in it, the water 
leaked through. Why the milk did not leak out she was 
unable to explain. This method is the right one if adultera- 
tion is to be checked. There is every warrant for severity. 
To call adulteration a form of competition, says Ze Mew- 
castle Chronicle, is to talk nonsense. It is neither more 
nor less than obtaining money under false pretences, and 
should be punished as such. 


BORIC ACID AND THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


AT Chester, the Town Council have again had under 
consideration the boric acid prosecution, and it was re- 
ported that the Local Government Board had replied to a 
communication from the council, with regard to the action 
instituted against tradesmen for selling pure fresh cream 
to which boric acid had been added as a preservative, as 
follows: “I am to state that the Board cannot undertake 
to advise the Town Council as to whether they should take 
any further steps in the matter, and that they are not pre- 
pared to make any application to the High Court, as sug- 
gested in your letter.” The letter had already been dis- 
cussed with the Improvement Committee, and it was now 
decided that the Town Clerk communicate with the Associa- 
tion of Municipal Corporations on the matter. The magis- 
trates, it appeared, had refused to grant a special case, and 
it was necessary to apply for a mandamus in the event of 
further contemplated proceedings. | Pending a reply from 
the Municipal Association the consideration of the matter 
was deferred. 


HERTFORDSHIRE ANALYST’S REPORT. 

Mr. A. E. Exins, St. Albans, reports that “ during the 
quarter ended September, 1898, forty samples of food and 
drugs were submitted to me by your inspectors, as follows: 
Twenty-two samples of new milk; nine samples of butter ; 
five samples of Demerara sugar; three samples of coffee ; 
and one sample of ground ginger. Of these, three 
samples were adulterated, the vendor in each case being 
fined.—I am, my lords and gentlemen, your obedient ser- 
vant, ARTHUR E. EKINs.” 

AT a meeting of the Exeter City Council on Wednesday 
last, the Town Clerk reported that the Sanitary Committee 
and a Sub-Committee from the Albert Memorial Museum 
Committee had had a Conference upon the subject of the 
appointment of a public analyst, with a view of securing the 
services of a gentleman who would also be qualified to 
lecture at the College, and also upon the subject of the use 
of the laboratory at the Museum. In the opinion of the 
Conference it was desirable that advantage should be taken 
of the vacancy in the office of public analyst to appoint a 
fully qualified man competent to assist in the educational 
work of the College. 
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“ WINCARNIS” 


-MIEBIG’S BXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE 


18 THE FINEST TONIO IN THE WORLD. 


TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 


Have been received from Medieal Men. 


OVER> 


SEVEN GOLD MEDALS' AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 


Have been awarded. 
_ Sold in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 





Sole Manufacturers : 


Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
A 2. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 S.ampa 


NOTICE TO READERS. 


Foop AND SANITATION will be forwarded post free at the 
following rates :— 


Three months 1/8 

x ” 3/3 
Twelve  ,, 6/6 
Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria 


Lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed. 


Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 


_ row London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 


Binding Cases for Foop aAnp Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each. 








CONTENTS. 


- PaGE 1179.—A New Bread. 


nelcniadndne” 


TT at 


eS en ee ee eee 


», 1180.—Cold Storage Wanted at Covent Garden.—Water at 


Spirit Prices. — Beer. — Spent Ginger. — Butter 
Adulteration. 
Pe elt Ol,z . a. Zealand Rabbits.—Unsound Meat. — Putrid 
eat. 


» 1182.—Flour Adulteration.— Prosecution for Adulterating 
Flour with Maize. 

», 1183.—Copper in Peas. 

» 1184—The Food and Drugs Act at Fault Again.—Paisley 
Fever Epidemic. — Tuberculosis and Our Milk 
Supplies. 

»  1185.—Danger in Tinned Foods.—Northamptonshire County 
Council and Condensed Milk.—Dietetic Curiosities. 


=e — oe ——- 


Jood and Aanitation. 


SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 1o7n, 1898. 











SPECIAL NOTICE, 
CHANCE OF ADDRESS. 


All communications for the Editor of ‘‘ Food and Sanitation” must be 


addressed to 
4, AVE MARIA LANE, 
LONDON, E.C, 








A NEW BREAD. 


TimE and again has it been demonstrated that necessity 
is the mother of invention, but it is questionable if stern 
necessity ever led to such an interesting discovery in con- 
nection with the Baking Trade as is likely to be the case 
with Hony Bread. The story of the discovery is not with- 
out interest, says “ The British Baker,” and as “ Hony” is 
likely to come prominently before the trade in a few days, 
bakers will be anxious to know something about it. To 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 





PARISH OF ST. MARY, ISLINGTON 
SANITARY INSPECTOR. 


Moe Vestry of the above Parish, as the Sanitary Authority under 

the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, being about, on the 2nd 
December, to appoint a Sanitary Inspector for District No, 12, the 
Public Health Committee is prepared to receive applications for 
the office. 

_ The salary will commence at £130 per annum, payable monthly, 
with an annual increment of £6 to a maximum of £160. Uniform, 
cap, and clothing will be supplied. 

The person appointed must reside in his district, and devote the 
whole of his time to the service of the Vestry, and will not be per- 
mitted to engage in any other occupation. 

Candidates, who must not be less than 25 years of age nor more 
than 40, must make application in their own handwriting upon the 
form provided by the Vestry, stating their age, present position, past — 
occupation, and qualifications. 

Candidates must be holders of a certificate of such body as the « 
Local Government Board may approve, unless they have been, 
during three consecutive years preceding the year 1895, a Sanitary 
Inspector, or Inspector of Nuisances of a district in London, or of 
an urban sanitary district out of London, containing, according to 
the last published census, a population of not less than 20,000 in- 
habitants. 

The applications, enclosing copies of not more than three testi- 
monials of recent date, must be sent in to the undersigned before 
noon on Monday, November atst. 

Candidates selected will be written to and informed when they 
are to attend the Committee. 

The appointment will be subject to the approval of the Local 
Government Board, and to the medical examination of the person 
proposed to be appointed of his constitutional fitness for the position. 

Canvassing will be deemed a disqualification. 

Wm. DEweEy, Vestry Clerk. 

Vestry Hall, Upper Street, N., November 3rd, 1898. 








learn the true story of Mr. Kermode’s patent we must hark 


‘back to the year 1890, when the conquest and occupation 


of Mashonaland were in process. As all the world knows, 
the pioneers had a very rough time of it, owing largely to 
the hardships they had to endure and the scarcity of their 
food supply. Just to indicate the exorbitant charge that 
was being made for everything, we might mention that 4 
pound tin of milk could only be bought for ros.; jam rolls 
at the same price; whisky could only be got for £3 the 
bottle ; butter was not to be had at any price; and flour 
sold at £25 per 100 lbs. The rivers down the country 
were all flooded, and communication with the outside world 
was for the time impossible. In order to live, the pioneers 
were thus called upon tc exercise their wits, and many were 
the shifts made to tide themselves through the winter. 
Bread, being the staff of life, had, of course, to be obtained, 
but the question was, “How?” Wheat flour, as we have 
seen, was sold at a prohibitive price, and maize flour was 
the only thing obtainable, and this was to be had from the 
natives in abundance. With the pioneers was a gentleman 
who acted as Dr. Jameson’s chef, and various were the ex- 
pedients attempted by this gentleman to meet the demands 
made upon him for the company’s daily bread. At last 
success crowned his efforts, and when it was known that 
Mr. E. W. Kermode had prepared a loaf which commended 
itself to everyone on account of its excellent digestive and 
nutritive properties, considerable interest and not a little 
curiosity were manifested. Everyone wanted to know how 
it was done, but, quickly recognising the importance of his 
discovery, Mr. Kermode took care that his secret was jeal- 
ously guarded. All he would say was that the bread in 
question was turned out by using a small quantity of wheat 
flour and a proportion of maize prepared by an entirely 
new process. Having satisfied himself on his arrival in 
England that the article in no way conflicted with the Bread 
Laws, Mr. Kermode patented his discovery, and has had 
it introduced into two or three bakehouses in the Isle of 
Man, where his home is. The results have been of such a 
character as to justify him in offering Hony Bread to the 
public, and for the payment of a small sum a baker may 
possess the patent rights of this discovery. The bread is 
at present being shown at Manchester Exhibition, and the 
quality of the bread—as baked by Mr. Andrews—has called 
forth many encomiums. ‘The use of maize makes the price 
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of Hony Bread much less than that made with ordinary 
flour, and a big profit is thus assured to bakers who take 
up the patent. 


COLD STORAGE WANTED AT COVENT OARDEN. 


A very ably edited journal, “Cold Storage,” is doing 
a great deal to advance the rational preservation of food as 
opposed to the dirt-fostering and dangerous use of drugs as 
' food preservatives. In its issue of October our contem- 
porary says that with proper refrigerating facilities English 
fruit might almost drive foreign produce out of the market. 
Most English fruit enjoys a very short season—from six 
weeks to two months in duration. All the fruit becomes 
ripe about the same time, the growers throw it on the mar- 
ket, the buyers become masters of the situation, and if it 
were not for the jam makers, the stuff could not be sold at 
all. If there were adequate cold storage, one-third more 
English fruit could be sold, Mr. White thinks, at 25 per 
cent. more money. For instance, three weeks previously 
French William pears had been selling at from 8s. to 12s. 
a package, and now they commanded 18s. to 24s. The 
English season only lasts three weeks, whereas in America 
these luscious pears are procurable right up to Christmas. 
If English growers could only pick the pears a week before 
they were ripe, and then place them in cold stores, leaving 
the final ripening till the fruit are taken out again, it would, 
as the Carpenter said, be grand. Mr. White is expecting 
5,000 cases of William pears this month from California, 
whence he has imported peaches as well as from the Cape. 
Last June 1,000 barrels of apples which had been in re- 
frigeration in Chicago for nine months, costing 2 dollars 
25 cents when put away, were sold at Covent Garden for 
to dollars. Mr. White, who speaks with all the authority 
of an expert, holds that the right temperature for apples in, 
cold storage is 35 degrees—he would rather that the fruit 
should be exposed to a temperature of one degree of frost 
than to that of two degrees above 40. The right tempera- 
ture for orange he holds to be 35 degrees, as low as apples 
(Mr. A. J. Wallis-Tayler suggests 45-50 in his handbook). 
At the commencement of every year English gooseberries, 
it is understood, command 17s. to 18s. a package, and Mr. 
White would have been only too glad to place several thou- 
sands of packages, at a time when he could have bought 
them at 1s. 6d. each, in cold stores, with the intention of 
keeping the fruit until the end of the season or until the 
beginning of the following season; but, whereas in Liver- 
pool and Glasgow there seems to be ample accommoda- 
tion for this kind of thing, in London it is conspicuous by 
its absence. Covent Garden could easily support cold 
stores of its own. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Lewes, on November 8th, William King, of the 
“Station Inn,” Cooksbridge, was summoned for selling 
adulterated whisky. He pleaded guilty. William Futcher, 
an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, stated that 
whisky he bought from defendant was found by the analyst 
to be 36 degrees under proof; it should not have been more 
than 25 degrees under proof. Defendant said he made a 
mistake in “breaking down” the whisky; such mistakes 
were very easily made.—He was fined £5 and costs. 


BEER. 


GrorceE THomAs Mitts, landlord of the “Sun” public- 
house, Drury Lane, appeared before Sir John Bridge at 
Bow Street, on November roth, to a summons charging him 
with having sold beer diluted with water to the extent of 
four gallons in a 36 gallon barrel. Mr. Denniss supported 
the summons on behalf of the Inland Revenue authorities ; 
Mr. Ware defended. Mr. Ware said that his client would 
plead guilty to this charge, although he was himself entirely 
innocent of the offence. He had been away from home, 
a= his cellarman had committed this adulteration, as he 
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now. admitted, for his own benefit. The man had been at 
once dismissed, and he could promise that the cellar should 


be more strictly supervised in future. The defendant was 
fined £30 and £3 12s. 6d. costs. 


SPENT GINGER. 


At Cranbrook, on November roth, the adjourned sum- 
mons against Ebenezer Rumens, grocer, for selling ground 
ginger alleged to contain 50 per cent. of exhausted ginger, — 
was heard. Mr. H. J. Bracher appeared for the prosecu- 
tion, and Mr. Brennan for the defence. The former gen- 
tleman pointed out that this was not a case of adultera- 
tion by the addition of foreign ingredients, but one in which 
spent or exhausted ginger had been mixed with ground 
ginger. The county authorities had gone beyond their 
ordinary limits in having the case laid before them by 
eminent analysts, as the sale of exhausted ginger was be- 
coming such a pest to the honest commercial world that 
they desired to put it down. He did not desire to impute 
any dishonest intention on the part of the defendant, as 
when the sale was effected he possessed a guarantee that it 
was pure.—Dr. Adams, county analyst, stated that the pre- 
sent case was the worst one he had ever had before. him.— 
In reply to Mr. Brennan, Dr. Adams described the three 
methods by which he analysed the sample, and stated that 
there was no fixed standard for ginger, but he had his own. 
—Dr. Bernard Dyer, President of the Society of Public 
Analysts, corroborated the evidence of Dr. Adams. He 
added that he had never known a sample of ground ginger 
to be so low as the present one.—For the defence Mr. E. 
G. Clayton, consulting chemist, London, and an ex-public 
analyst, was called. He deposed to having analysed a 
sample of the ginger and stated that he had come to the 
conclusion that the sample did not consist of spent ginger, 
that it was absolutely pure, and that it was quite compatible 
with a sample of high-class ginger.—Mr. Henry Tessier, of 
London, whose firm supplied the ginger to the firm from 
whom defendant purchased it, stated that it was purchased 
on the market as pure ginger, and Mr. George Wheatfield, 
miller, Maidstone, who ground the ginger for Messrs. Arcoll 
and Co., deposed that the ginger was pure and in no way 
like spent ginger.—Mr. Brennan appealed for a dismissal, 
and argued that any deficiency in the strength of the ginger 
was owing to the process of washing it had to undergo 
in order to make it marketable——Defendant was fined £5 
and costs. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION. 


At North London, on November goth, Mr. Ricketts, 
solicitor to the Butter Association, attended before Mr. 
Paul Taylor to prosecute a number of butter dealers for 
selling butter adulterated with foreign fat. The following 
cases were heard:—Thomas Davies, provision merchant, 
of 184, Well Street, Hackney, appeared to two summonses 
(1) for selling butter adulterated with 92 per cent. of 
foreign fat, and (2) for exposing margarine for sale without 
disclosure——Mr. Lewis defended.—Mr. Paul Taylor im- 
posed a fine of 417 with £3 costs on the first summons, 
and 2s. costs on the second. There was a previous con- 
viction. Daniel Davis, of 14, Morning Lane, Hackney, 
appeared to two similar summonses, and entered a plea of 
guilty—He was fined £5 with 23s. costs. Francis Eliza 
Clark, of 105, High Street, Stoke Newington, was also sum- 
moned under similar circumstances.—Mr. Romain, on her 
behalf, pleaded guilty, and she was fined £2 with 23s. 
costs. The next summons was against Soloman Evans, 
in a large way of business in Kingsland Road.—Mr. G. H. 
Young defended.—Mr. Taylor fined the defendant £10 
with 23s. costs. George Sheffer, of 112, Well Street, 
Hackney, pleaded guilty to selling butter containing 84 per 
cent. of foreign fat, and said it was a mistake.—He was 
fined £5 with 23s. costs. F. Beale, 58, Dalston Lane, 

















‘through Mr. C. V. Young, pleaded guilty to selling butter 


adulterated with 22 per cent. of foreign fat, and he was 
fined 4os. with 23s. costs. Eliza Brooks, 128, Morning 
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40s. with 23s. costs. ‘Walter Mercer, of 107, Stoke New- 
ington Road (56 per cent. of foreign fat), was fined £5 
with 23s. costs. 
_ Ar Worship Street, on November roth, Robert Loftus, 
100, Hoxton Street, for selling as butter an article found to 
be 75 per cent. margarine, was fined 43 and £2 costs ; 
David Porter, of 125, Goldsmiths’ Row, Hackney Road, 
“butter” 60 per cent. margarine, fined 4os. and 40s. costs ; 
_ Evan Morris, 475, Bethnal Green Road, “ butter,’ which was 
94 per cent. margarine, fined £3 and £2 costs. Jay 
Hodges, of Green Street, Bethnal Green, against whom a 
previous conviction was proved, was fined £10 and 12s. 6d. 
costs for selling as butter 80 per cent. of margarine, defen- 
dant saying that no one could sell butter at 1s. a pound. 
~Thomas Lloyd, 215, Green Street, for selling all mar- 
_ garine as butter, was proved to have been previously con- 
victed, and was fined £10 and ats. costs; and Theodore 
Roberts, trading as Owen Brothers, 420, Bethnal Green 
Road, pleaded guilty to selling as butter an article which 
was all margarine, and a previous conviction being proved, 
was fined £6 and ‘21s. costs. 
At Thames, on November 8th, William Hawkes, of 
55, Salmon’s Lane, Limehouse, was summoned, at the 
instance of the Limehouse Board of Works, for selling mar- 
_ garine without having it properly labelled—On the 4th 
October Inspector Pavitt entered defendant’s shop and 
asked for half a pound of butter. Defendant’s wife, who 
served him, said, “ You know this is only tenpenny butter.” 
There was not a single label in the shop, and so far as 
defendant was concerned, the Margarine Act was a dead 
letter. The sample, on being analysed, was found to con- 
tain 85 per cent. of foreign fat—Mr. Mead said defendant 
had been guilty of a system of swindling, for he had sold 
a compound as butter, and it was his (the magistrate’s) duty, 
when such a fraud was committed, to inflict a serious 
penalty. Defendant would be fined £4 and £1 3s. costs, 
or 21 days. Elizabeth Pendril, of 29, Aston Road, Lime- 
house, was fined £3 and £1 3s. costs, or 21 days. 











NEW ZEALAND RABBITS. 


At Lambeth, on November 11th, Edward Freemantle, 
secretary to Messrs. Shaws, Bryant and Co., Limited, was 
summoned by the Newington Vestry for exposing for sale 
at a shop belonging to the company in Camberwell Road a 
quantity of rabbit which was unsound and unfit for food. 


vestry, stated that on October 26th he was passing along 
Camberwell Road when he noticed an unpleasant smell 
coming from a stall outside a shop in the occupation of 
the defendants, who traded at this particular shop as “ Er- 
nest and Franks.” Upon the stall he found three. whole 
rabbits and a quantity of cut up rabbit, the total weight 
being 18 Ibs. The meat was unsound and quite unfit for 
food. It was exposed for sale and some was actually being 
sold when he came up. A solicitor who appeared for the 
defence said he was not prepared to dispute that the rabbits 
were bad, but he was instructed that they were New Zea- 
land rabbits, and discoloured quickly. They were only 
purchased the afternoon before the seizure. Walter Norris, 
the manager of the shop, declared that no one had been 
served from the particular pile of rabbits seized by the 
inspector. Mr. Hopkins: Do Messrs. Shaws, Bryant and 
Co. deal in New Zealand rabbits? Witness: Yes.-—Mr. 
Hopkins: Largely? Witness: Yes.—Mr. Hopkins: Is 
New Zealand rabbit ever good by the time it gets to this 
’ country? Witness: Oh, yes; a large quantity of New 
' Zealand rabbits are sold in London.—Mr. Hopkins ordered 
oe 
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the defendant company to pay a penalty of £20 and I5s. | A . 
ue sas Roe Re ak ; 4 cae servative, and defendant showed him a vessel of borax 


costs. 





UNSOUND MEAT. 


a Ar Crewe, on November 8th, William Brierley, butcher, 
was charged with exposing for sale in Crewe Market 3% 
cwt. of meat which was unsound and unfit for human food. 
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Mr. J. C. Wilson, a sanitary inspector in the service of the © 





| water was not used for fresh, good meat. 


Lane, Hackney (85 per cent. of foreign fat), was fined | The Town Clerk (Mr. F. Cooke) prosecuted; Mr. H. S. 


Feltham defended.—Dr. Young, medical officer of health 
for Crewe, said that on the morning of the 29th October * 
he visited Crewe Market and found on the defendant's stall 
two fore-quarters, one hind-quarter, and other pieces of the 
carcase of a cow that were unsound and unwholesome. 
The animal had suffered from tuberculosis, and the flesh 
was unfit for human food. Portions of the ribs had been 
“ stripped,” and evidently an attempt had been made to con- 
ceal the traces of the disease. The consumption of the 
meat would be dangerous to human beings.—Mr. Feltham, 
for the defence, said that the Cheshire herds were liable 
more than those in other counties to tuberculosis.——The 
Chairman (Dr. Hodgson) asked if Mr. Feltham had any 
expert evidence of that. Mr. Feltham said he had not; 
but he understood it to be a fact—Dr. Hodgson said it was 
contrary to fact. The defence was that the meat had not 
been exposed for sale. The defendant said he gave 
47 15s. for the beast—The Bench fined the defendant 
#5 and the costs, which were heavy.—Richard Cliffe and 
William Cliffe, father and son, were charged with exposing 
for sale in a shop in West Street three pieces of beef which 
were unsound and unfit for the food of man. The first- 
named defendant was discharged. William Cliffe was 
fined sos. and the costs (in all £5 11s. 6d.). 


PUTRID MEAT, 


AT Portsmouth, on November 7th, Samuel Britton, pro- 
vision merchant, was summoned by Frederick Leonard Bell, 
Inspector of Nuisances. There was a second information 
against defendant for having deposited on his premises on 
the same occasion, for the purpose of sale, or preparation 
of sale, thirty-three pieces of bacon, three pieces of salted 
beef, and three pieces of salted mutton, all unfit for food. 

Mr. G. H. King appeared for the prosecution, and de- 
fendant was represented by Mr. Bell, of Southampton, and 
pleaded not guilty. 

Inspector Monckom stated that in consequence of infor- 
mation received he went with Inspector Gray to defendant’s 
shop at 38, Kingston Road, which was used as a grocers 
and butcher’s shop. He saw defendant, and told him that 
a complaint about bad meat being exposed for sale had 
been received. Defendant led the way to the back-room, 
where witness found thirty pieces of bacon in a currant box, 
and three pieces hanging on hooks, the whole weighing 
41 lbs. Defendant said the bacon was going to the 
chandlers. . In the same room was a pickling tub with some 
brine in it, and containing semne good pork, and three pieces 
of beef. The beef was stinking and bad, and the bacon 
was rank and had maggots in it. Witness also found two 
buckets of brine with two half-shoulders and one breast of 


‘mutton, and a lot of cuttings, weighing altogether 44 Ibs. 


That was also stinking, and maggots were floating on the 
water. 

Witness next went to the back yard, and found a quan- 
tity of putrid beef thrown on the stones. It weighed 
34 lbs., but was not included in the information, as it was 
thought impossible that that could be sold. The beef was 
foreign frozen meat. Going into the, shop witness found 
mixed with good meat, exposed for sale on the slab, three 
pieces of beef, while on the counter were pieces of mutton, 
and a dish of cuttings, which included ten chops and three 
steaks, the whole of the meat weighing 50 lbs., and being 
decomposed and stinking. Defendant said he did not in- 
tend the meat for sale, and had just trimmed it. Witness 
replied that unfortunately some was in pickle and some on 
the slab. He also asked defendant if he had used any pre- 


water, in which he said he had washed the meat. Borax 
Witness seized 
the meat, which was afterwards seen by Dr. McGregor, 
Deputy Medical Officer of Health, and then destroyed. 

Dr. J. McGregor stated that he was acting for the Medi- 
cal Officer of Health on September 16th, and examined 
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the meat. The thirty pieces of bacon were decomposed, 
and had maggots in them, and all the other pieces of meat 
were decomposed and unfit for human food. The meat 
would act as an irritant poison, and cause diarrhoea, vomit- 


ing, and possibly blood-poisoning. 


Alfred Horstad, of 7, Adames Road, Kingston, said he 
was the manager of the shop, which was now closed. It 
was the fore-end of the piece of bacon which was tainted, 
and this was cut off and put in the box for the purpose of 
claim, while the other was used. Witness put the other 
meat in the shop, and did not know that it was bad.—By 
Mr. King: He would have sold it undoubtedly. They very 
often pickled mutton. Sometimes they put it into brine for 
customers, who had it smoked like a ham afterwards. The 
beef was good over night, while the mutton was not meant 
for sale. It was meant to go away in the scavenger’s cart, 
both meat and liquid. Witness washed the meat with borax 
water, because foreign meat had moisture in it and was 
liable to turn sour, and borax dried it and prevented it 
turning sour, and made it bright looking. 

Thomas Pullen, of 30, Central Street, Landport, said 
he was the butcher in the Fratton Road shop, and made 
the sausages sold by defendant. They were pork sausages. 
—By Mr. King: He only got meat from Kingston Road 
when he sent for it. 

The Magistrates convicted on both informations, and 
Mr. Cousins said it was a very bad case indeed. There 
was no doubt that the wholesale traffic in bad meat was on 
the day in question carried on in the establishment of de- 
fendant. The Magistrates had hesitated as to the descrip- 
tion of punishment they should inflict. They had power 
to inflict imprisonment without the option of a fine, but 
they did not intend to take that course, although the 
penalty must be an exemplary one. So far as the bacon 
was concerned they gave the defendant the benefit of the 
least possible doubt, but so far as the meat in the buckets 
was concermed it was clear that the object of putting them 
there was to prepare them for sale. The defendant would 
have to pay a penalty of “1 for each of the six pieces, and 
6s. 6d. costs. In the first case the assistant admitted that 
the meat was intended for food. The defendant would be 
fined £1 for each of the twenty pieces, and “1 14s. 6d. 
costs. The total penalties would, therefore, be £28 Is., 
and in default of distraint upon the defendant’s goods he 
would have to go to prison for a month, for the first case 
and fourteen days for the second. 


FLOUR ADULTERATION. 
IMPORTANT CASE. 


At Southampton Police Court, on November, 11th 
W. R. Mitchell and Co., Limited, of 110, Northam Road, 
represented by Mr. Bell, were summoned under the Food 
and Drugs Act for selling a certain article of food, viz., 
flour, which was not of the nature and quality demanded, 
the said flour containing 35 per cent. of ground maize. 

The Town Clerk (Mr. G. B. Nalder) prosecuted on be- 
half of the Corporation, and, in opening, said he contended 
that when an ordinary housewife purchased a quart of flour 
she expected to get pure wheaten flour, and, further, he 
was told that maize was much cheaper, and the addition of 
it to ordinary wheat flour would therefore increase the bulk 
to the prejudice of the purchaser. 

Inspectors Wade and Hannen gave evidence of the pur- 
chase of the flour on September 5th, and 

Mr. Brierley, the Borough Analyst, proved the analysis, 
and said, in reply to the Town Clerk, that he should under- 
stand by flour ground and boulted wheat, and should not 
expect to find maize in it. 

In answer to Mr. Bell, witness said he did not suggest 
that there was anything unwholesome in maize. 

Mr. Le Feuvre asked Mr. Brierley how he defined corn? 

Mr. Brierley: In my native place corn is restricted 
entirely to oats. 

Mr. Le Feuvre: What part of the country is that? 

Mr. Brierley: Lancashire, , 


‘best authorities. 








Mr. Le Feuvre remarked that a resolution was brought 
before the Associated Chambers of Commerce to consider 
and define the meanings of marketable articles in America 
and London, and corn in America meant exclusively Indian 
corn, whereas in London it might mean wheat exclusively. 

Mr. Bell, in defence, said the Inspector had asked 
simply for flour, not wheaten flour, and he submitted that it 
was supplied him in accordance with the definitions of the 
Quoting Webster, Mr. Bell said flour was 
defined as “the eatable part of grain or corn,” and Nuttall 
said it was “the finer portion of ground corn or grain, or 
anything similar.” He, therefore, contended that defen- 
dants had sold what they were asked for, flour, and that 
they had not supplied the Inspectors with anything not of 
the nature and quality demanded. 

The Magistrates retired, and on their return Mr. Perkins 
said the Bench had decided not to convict, the Inspector 
not having asked for wheaten flour. 

The Town Clerk said he should have to appeal, as it 
was a point that must be definitely decided in the interests 
of purchasers of flour. 


PROSECUTION FOR ADULTERATING FLOUR WITH MAIZE. 


At Wednesbury, on November 8th, George Blackham, 
grocer and provision dealer, Church Street, Darlaston, was 
charged by M. H. Van Tromp, county inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, with selling self-raising flour not of 
the substance and quality demanded.—Mr. R. A. Willcock, 
Wolverhampton, prosecuted, and Mr. S. M. Slater (Messrs. 
Slater and Co., Darlaston) defended.—Mr. Willcock said 
defendant was a manufacturer, and the allegation was that - 
self-raising flour purchased from him contained 20 per cent. 
of maize, although on the packets in which it was sent out 
it was stated to be for making the finest pastry and was 
prepared by the Pure Food Syndicate, 61 and 62, Church 
Street, Darlaston. The use of the maize to such an extent 
would, it was suggested, make a difference in the amount of 
profit received by the vendor, the price of flour being 
23s. 6d. for 280 lbs., and of maize, 13s. 6d. for the same 
quantity—Mr. Van Tromp spoke to purchasing on Sep- 
tember 12th two packets of self-raising flour at defendant’s 
shop, one being the Snowdrop brand, and the other the 
White Snowflake brand. The assistant in the shop ex- 
plained that the flour was mixed on the premises, but that 
only a dozen or two packets a week were made. Witness 
had seen quotations of the price of wheat and of maize 
flour, and believed there was a difference of nearly 50 per 
cent. In cross-examination, he said he left the analyst to 
answer the question if the use of maize flour was necessary 
in order to secure a perfect self-raising flour—Mr. E. W. T. 
Jones, county analyst, gave evidence as to the presence of 
20 per cent. of maize flour in the samples which were sub- 
mitted to him. There was no necessity for this adulteration, 
and the effect was detrimental to bread-making. It would 
not make so good a loaf, and was deficient in nutritive 
quality. The self-raising properties were produced by the 
admixture of carbonate of soda, cream of tartar, and tartaric 
acid, but the use of these did not necessitate the presence 
of maize flour. A perfect chemical action, witness con- 
sidered, could be obtained by the use of a small proportion 
of dry wheat flour. Even if the maize flour were used— 
the necessity of which he denied absolutely—the amount 
need not at the outside exceed 3 per cent. In some self- 
raising flours rice was used, but he should not term it 
adulteration when the amount was not more than 3 per cent. 
He had heard it said that wheaten flour contained more 
water than maize flour, but the tests he had made showed 
the quantity to be about the same. Even admitting there 
was anything in the contention that wheat flour was moister, 
a good sample of it would still serve the required purpose. 
He denied that the particles of maize were also more suit- 
able by reason of the fact that, being angular, they mixed 
more readily. He agreed that theoretically there would be 
adulteration with only 3 per cent. of maize; but the differ- 
ence in the nutritive value and in the constituents would be 
extremely slight. Rice flour, as used by some makers, was 
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undoubtedly very dry, and formed a “buffer” during the 
mixing of the ingredients. In most of the self-raising flours 


he found rice, maize, or an equivalent, but he could not 


< 


admit the use to be necessary. There was a difference of 


about 2 per cent. in the nutritive value of wheat and maize, 
and rice was 20 per cent. less than maize.—For the defence, 
Mr. Slater contended that the purchaser had been in no way 
prejudiced, and that it was advisable to use the maize, in 
order to secure a satisfactory article of commerce.—Defen- 


dant stated that he actually paid more money for the maize 


flour than for the wheaten flour. He experimented with 
pure wheat, but was unable to produce satisfactory results. 


On using a quantity of maize flour he found the mixture 


could be made more satisfactorily. He agreed that it was 
not necessary to use as much as 20 per cent., and said his 


instructions were to use a smaller quantity, and he could 


not explain how so much came to be used.—Mr. F. H. 
Allcock, analyst, Birmingham, gave evidence for the de- 
fence, stating that wheat could not be used unless it was 


artificially dried. He did not think the desired result could 


be obtained with 3 per cent. of maize or rice, and in some 
samples of self-raising flour which he had analysed he had 
found as much as ro to 15 per cent. of some foreign con- 
stituent.—The Stipendiary said it was clear there must be 
a conviction, as even admitting that in the preparation of 
the flour the use of maize was permissible, the amount in 
the present cases was grossly in excess of any possible 


necessity. He fined defendant £2 in each of the two cases, 


and ordered him to pay costs amounting to £6 14s. 6d. 
Sarah Bird, Mill Street, King’s Hill; Sarah Ann 
Foster, Darlaston; and Thomas Cooper, Darlaston, who 
were summoned on a similar charge, were fined “#1 and 
costs each.—Mr. Slater, who appeared for the defendants, 
pleaded guilty, and explained that the flour was purchased 
from Mr. Blackham. 





COPPER IN PEAS. 


At Brentford, on November roth, Leslie Christian, of 
King Street, Twickenham, grocer and provision merchant, 
appeared to summonses under section 6 of the Food and 
Drugs Act, for having sold bottled peas not of the nature 
and substance and quality demanded, and also under sec- 
tion 3 for having sold bottled peas containing matter in- 
jurious to health. 

Mr. Philip Beck appeared to defend. 

The facts, which were admitted, showed that Mr. 
Walter Tyler, an Inspector under the Act, called at the 
defendant’s shop and asked to be served with a bottle of 
green peas. He was supplied with a bottle, which bore 
the following label: “ Petits pois, tres fins, from John Moir 
and Son, Limited, London, Aberdeen, Seville.” He inti- 
mated that it was required for analysis, and the shopkeeper 
then told him they had some more bottled peas, producing 
a bottle labelled as follows: “The product of the Garden 
of England. Edgar’s Choice English Marrowfat Peas. 
James Edgar and Co.” Both samples were duly submitted 
to the public analyst, who certified as to the former (marked 
W.M., 158): “They contain copper equal to 1.65 grains of 
copper sulphate per Ib.,” and as to the latter (marked 
W.M., 159): “They contain copper equal to 1.51 grains 
of copper sulphate per lb.” In compliance with a request 
on behalf of the defendant, the samples were sent to Somer- 
set House for analysis, and the report of the Government 
analysts, Messrs. G. Lewin and W. H. Davies, was as 
follows : 

“The two samples of peas marked W.M., 158 and 
W. M., 159, were received here duly sealed. We hereby 
certify that we have analysed the two samples of peas, and 
declare the results of our analyses to be as follows: W. M. 
158 contains 0.615 grains of copper, and W. M. 159 con- 
tains 0.608 grains of copper, estimated upon a pound of 
peas. Observations: The copper was not found in the 


-soluble form of sulphate of copper, but in the insoluble 


condition in combination with the green colouring matter 
of the peas. When calculated, however, as sulphate of 
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copper (CuS4), over the above proportion of copper, they 


are 1.54 and 1.52 grain of sulphate of copper respectively. 
Mr. E. Bevan, public analyst for Middlesex, in proving 
his certificates, said he had examined many samples of peas, 


and had had a deal of experience in poisons. He held 


copper to be a poison, and, mixed with green peas, it would 


be injurious to health. It was not necessary, in his opinion, — 


in making the food, to introduce any poison. Cross- 


examined: His qualifications were not medical, but from | 


general knowledge. He based his opinions on the effect 
of the sulphate. Treating it as a mass, some was soluble, 
but in the stomach its whole action would be different. 

Mr. Beck: But you didn’t test it with the gastric juices? 
(Laughter.) No, but I tested it with hydrochloric acids. 

Cross-examination resumed: The French Government 
fixed .66 as the maximum to which copper could be used, 
but the restriction was removed. Peas could be preserved 
at that limit, and anything over was dangerous. That was 
obvious. In America, the same subject had been discussed 
scientifically, and the result of the Commission in 1894 
was to recommend the use of copper to 3 grains sulphate 
per lb. 

The Chairman: But in America private interests are 
much bound up in legislation, and it might have been 
through this that the standard was fixed, rather than with 
regard to chemists. We cannot accept that. 

Cross-examination resumed : Taking the copper in the 
peas as a metal, it was present to the extent of one part in 
16,000. Tschirch, one of the leading chemical autho- 
rities, allowed copper to be used to this extent without 
creating danger. In the case at Edmonton the adultera- 
tion was 2.75, and in the Southwark cae it was 3.6. 

The Chairman: What is the limit you, as a chemist, 
put as being necessary for the colouring if peas? Are you 
satisfied with the French standard 2—Yes. 

The Chairman: Anything over is unnecessary ?>—Yes. 

Dr. W. E. Kirby, of Chiswick, said that copper was an 
accumulative, irritant poison. Small doses were more dan- 
gerous, as they would remain in the system, and large doses 
would cause vomiting. He said, assuming the certificates 
to be correct, that the amount of copper would be dan- 
gerous to persons of weak digestion or children.—Cross- 
examined: He had had no personal experience of. this 
class of poisoning; he spoke from common medical 
knowledge. . 

The Chairman: The point is, anybody might buy these 
peas, weak digestion people and others, and if they ate 
them for several days running they would get a consider- 
able quantity of copper. The evidence is that it is accumu- 
lative. F 

Further cross-examined, witness said that he had had 
no actual case of copper poisoning. He did not agree with 
Professor Wood in his therapeutics that copper had not 
been proved to be poisonous, after thirty years’ experience 
of its use in peas. 

The Chairman: Who is Professor Wood? 

Mr. Beck: Professor at Pennsylvania. 

The Chairman: Oh, that won’t do. We cannot accept 
America. (Laughter.) 

The witness added that copper might destroy the tissues 
of the stomach, and, with other diseases, cause perforation 
of the stomach. 

Inspector Tyler, proving the purchase, said the defen- 
dant bore a high character in trade. He was very open in 
the sale. 

Mr. Beck, dealing with the defence, said the sale had 
been going on for years, but it was only within the last 
three years that it had been called into question. When it 
was known that 20,000,000 bottles were sold each year, and 
not one person had been proved to be injured, that was 
evidence that there was nothing injurious in them. The 
law had no cognisance of this or that person, and did not 
legislate for weak stomachs, and the public must be con- 
sidered as a whole. There was demand for peas, and 
grocers had to sell them, and persons buying them knew 
very well they contained copper.—The Chairman: They 
are not labelled so.—Mr. Beck replied that did not matter, 
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- word poison was difficult. 


‘a via media. 


It was common knowledge amongst the class which used 
them. He argued that under sub-section 5 the seller could 
 .not be liable, so long as he had no knowledge that the 
article was so mixed as to be injurious to health—The 
Chairman: But you just now said it was common know- 


ledge. He must know it. (Laughter.)—Mr. Beck: The 
py eublic and he may know copper is there, but they may not 
know it is dangerous. How should he, when chemists 
themselves differ? 

Dr. Frederick J. Smith, F.R.C.P., Lond., F.R.CS., 
England, M.D., Oxon., lecturer at the London Hospital, 


‘said that he did not consider the amount of copper in the 


peas injurious to health. He had looked up the records, 
but could find no trace of chronic copper poisoning. He 


_ knew nothing of accumulative copper poisoning. He did 


not believe there was such a thing. He believed the copper 
would not rest in the stomach, but pass with the shells of 
the peas. Copper in a small quantity was a tonic, and was 


' good for health.—Cross-examined: He could not say defi- 


nitely that copper was a poison, for he should want first to 
know what a poison was. ‘The real point in poison was the 


extent of the dose.—Re-examined: The definition of the 
Everything in the British phar- 


macopeeia was a poison if taken to excess. 

Mr. Beck: Even Scotch whisky —Yes. (Laughter.) 

Dr. Smith added that in potatoes and other natural pro- 
ducts copper existed, and in oysters it was present to the 
extent of 3.0 per 10,000 parts. 

Dr. David Thompson, M.D., who had had experience 
in poisons, said that the copper in these peas would not 
be dangerous.—The Chairman: Is 1.65 beneficial for an 


‘average constitution ?—No ; I cannot say that.—The Chair- 


man: Now, is there a middle course between that which 
may be dangerous and that which may not be?—There are 
those which are innocuous.—The Chairman: And the 
1.65?—It would be harmless——The Chairman: And for 


' weak constitutions P—There are cases in which copper dare 


not be given.—The Chairman: I can hardly think there is 
If it is not in the peas for a beneficial pur- 
pose, what is it there forP—No answer. 

The Chairman said that the Bench had given great care 
to the case, recognising it was one of importance to an ex- 
tensive trade, as well as the public. It was the unanimous 
opinion of the Bench that there must be a conviction. They 
had the evidence of Mr. Bevan that .66 would be a fair 
sum to colour the peas, and as there was in one of these 
cases three times that amount used, it must have been put 
there for some purpose. The court could not find in the 
defence anything to account for the presence of this stuff, 
and, in fact, it amounted to this, that it was injurious to 
health. The last witness would not say that health would 
not suffer, and the Bench did not see how they could get 
away from that. There would be a fine of £5 and costs 
in one case, and in the case of Edgar’s peas the defendant 
would be ordered to pay the costs only, in view of the con- 
viction in the former case. 


THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT AT FAULT AGAIN. 


THE mysteries of the Food and Drugs Act are intermin- 
able, and the legal definitions of what are food stuffs and 
what are not have often smacked more of Gilbertian para- 
doxy than common sense. 

Thanks to the progress of bacteriology, this compara- 
tively new agency has proved of signal service in the inves- 
tigation of doubtful food-stuffs, whatever its future in the 
field of sewage treatment may be; and by its aid several 
serious outbreaks of zymotic diseases have unquestionably 
been traced to that mysterious compound popularly known 
by the colloquial title of “ hokey-pokey,” though the vendors 
of the article are generally honoured by the more euphe- 
mistic designation of “ ice-cream men.” 

When science has detected the source of danger, and 
practical people seek to lay it at once, they are sharply 
brought to the halt by the vagaries of the law. Ice cream 
is not a drug. Who would suppose it was? But, what 





_milch cows ; 


is more, it is not a food! ans eas Beenie for no 
other purpose than to be eaten, still it is not a food. We 
suppose the legal explanation of this anomaly may be ex- 
pressed by analogy. If people liked to chew the leaves 
of a yew tree they would probably die, but the fact would 
not make yew leaves a food-stuff, and if they are foolish 


enough to eat ice-cream of unknown origin and purity, the 


yew tree principle still holds good. — 

Judging by recent revelations, however, we should think 
it was a simple thing for the legal mind to conceive how to 
prove that ice cream of the “ hokey-pokey ” order is a drug. 
It is closely allied in its poisonous properties. All the same, 
personally, we cannot get over the fact that this commodity 
is never made at all except for dietetic purposes, even 


though they be of the epicurean order.—* Chem. Tr. Jour.” | 


PAISLEY FEVER EPIDEMIC. 


PaisLEY Local Authority met on Saturday morning to— 
consider a report by Dr. R. M. Buchanan, of the Anderson 


College, Glasgow, on several samples of water taken from 
wells in the district affected by the enteric fever. It was 
an interim report, but created considerable alarm when it 
was known that organisms have been isolated bearing close 
resemblance to the bacillus of typhoid fever. The Local 
Authority are to take certain steps in the district referred to 
with regard to the mode of scouring the water pipes and 
flushing the drains. | Meanwhile those who wish to avoid 
disease should use Pasteur filters for the water. 


TUBERCULOSIS AND OUR MILK SUPPLIES. 


THE second Harben Lecture on Tuberculosis was de- 
livered at the Medical Examination Hall, Victoria Embank- 
ment, on November goth, by Sir Richard Thorne Thorne, 
K.C.B., on the subject of the administrative control of our 
milk supplies in relation to tuberculosis in man. He re- 
verted to the fact that during the last half century there had 


_been an immense reduction in the death-rate from many 


forms of tuberculosis, notably phthisis, in connection with 
great sanitary improvements that had been effected, and he 


| now pointed out that infants and children must, according to 


all experience, have benefited correspondingly. But when 
we came to examine the death-rates from tabes mesenterica, 
a form of tuberculosis, in which the infection is received 


into the alimentary canal instead of the lungs, it was found 


not only that all the gain attained at other ages had been 
lost in the case of children and infants, but that, in addition 
to this, there had been a very heavy increase in deaths from 
this cause under one year of age. This increase had gone 
hand in hand with a steady increase in the consumption of 
cows’ milk as a food in this country—English people being 
almost the only civilised nation in the world who habitually 
consumed uncooked milk. He then showed from official 
returns how large was the amount of tuberculosis amongst 
and, quoting the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion on which he had served, he explained that the artificial 
conditions under which milk was now produced in cow- 
houses, which the animals sometimes never left for a mo- 
ment during a period at times reaching a whole year, were 
precisely those most certain to produce that in- 
crease of this disease in cows which had been going on, 


_ Fortunately, the immediate danger to man was limited to 


the existence of tuberculosis in the cow’s udder; but the 
early stages of this were most difficult to detect, and it was 
a form of tuberculosis which tended at times to spread with 
great rapidity. The danger to man, and especially to our 
infant population, was one of real gravity, and the loss of 
child-life to this disease in milch cows was appalling. He 
did not recommend, as some had done, the removal of every 
tubercular cow from our dairies and cow-sheds, for this, at 
the lowest estimate, would mean the removal at once of over 
half a million cows from our milk supply ; but all cows with 
advanced tuberculosis in any part of the body, and all cows 
with suspicious udder disease, should be at once seized and 
slaughtered. Amongst the most prominent of remedies 
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was the provision of adequate cubic and floor space in cow- 
sheds, so as to ensure proper ventilation; and he showed 
that this was often more necessary in country than in town 


cow-houses, because the latter are often much more under 
control than the former. Both in Liverpool and Man- 
chester the number of samples of milk containing tubercle 
bacilli was far greater in country milk than in that obtained 
in those cities themselves. He further advocated frequent 
and systematic inspection of cow-sheds and dairies by expert 
officials. As regards compensation for animals seized, his 
views were not the same as those which he had expressed 


_ against any such payment from public funds in the case of 
_ the seizure of tuberculous carcases voluntarily put on sale 


by the butcher. In the case of the milch cow, the milk 
alone was placed on sale, and whilst the use of the milk 
should be stopped, the cow might be perfectly good and of 


_value for feeding purposes to be sold as meat; and what- 


ever value attached to a cow in this sense should be repaid 


if the animal was seized and slaughtered by the local 


authority. He further maintained, as he did in the case 


- of our meat supplies, that any stringency of control over 


home supplies should, as far as practicable, be also main- 
tained over imported milk and milk products, as, for ex- 
ample, by appointing inspectors at our ports and by chemi- 
cal and bacteriological examinations of the materials im- 
ported ;-the whole expense to be borne by a small tax on all 
such articles as were imported. Incidentally he referred 
to the success attained in the diminution of tuberculosis 
in cows in Denmark by the aid of the tuberculin test. And, 
finally, he most strongly urged that English people should 
be educated to acquire the habit of cooking their milk be- 
fore using it. He set aside the ordinary objections raised 
to this proposal, and he showed that if milk were boiled 
for a single instant the danger of tuberculosis would be 
gone, and a cause of thousands of deaths every year amongst 
children and young adults would be removed. He appealed 
to the medical profession to use their great influence in 
effecting this education, and in thus diminishing the waste 
of human life which resulted from the use of uncooked 
milk. 


DANGER IN TINNED FOODS. 


OPEN a can of peaches, apricots, cherries, or other 
fruit—for all fruit is acidulous—let it stand for some time, 
and the fruit acids and the tin are ready to do their work 
of poisoning. ‘The rule to follow is never to allow them to 
stand in a vessel of tin, and in the case of canned fruits or 
fish, immediately upon opening the can turn the contents 
out upon an earthenware plate or into a dish that is made 
of earthenware or glass. 

Fruits in hermetically sealed cans, if properly prepared, 
generate no acid. As soon as opened the action of the 
acid in the tin, with the aid of the atmosphere, begins, and 
in a short time the result is a deadly poison. This brief 
treatment of the question should be remembered by every- 
one and its instruction followed. The general press also 
should aid in disseminating this simple knowledge. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL AND 
CONDENSED MILK. 


THE County Medical Officer of Health recommended 
the County Council should pass the following resolution : 


“ That the Government be asked to at once introduce 
a short Bill into Parliament, requiring that persons manu- 
facturing or importing condensed milk should state in 
plain language, on the outside of each tin, what quantity 
of the milk contained in the tin it would be necessary 
to use to obtain the full benefits derivable from a pint 
of new English milk.” 


and that copies of the resolution be sent to the President of 
the Board of Trade, the President of the Local Government 
Board, and the members of Parliament for the county. 
The County Medical Officer of Health has reported fully 
on the working of the Food and Drugs Acts in the county. 





mum number of samples to be taken for analysis in each 
year from 120 to 250. 


Objection was taken to the clause referring to condensed 


milk, but it wes carried by 17 votes to 14. 


DIETETIC CURIOSITIES. 


THERE is a certain melancholy interest attached to the 
history of men who have engaged in hand-to-hand conflict 
with starvation, and to those investigations which reveal the 
kinds of food by which life has been sustained for consider- 


able periods of time after the usual supply has been entirely 


cut off, and in places where there has been at hand only 


the most meagre and questionable natural products avail- 
History records many instances of. 


able for nourishment. 
the horrors of starvation as encountered by expeditions on 
both sea and land—in the ice-bound wastes of the North, 
on desert islands of the sea, and in the tangled swamps 
and jungles of the tropics—instances well authenticated and 
either described by survivors from the living hell into which 
they were plunged, or revealed by the mute testimony of 
lifeless remains, painfully kept journals, ante-mortem epi- 
taphs, and absences continuing even to this day. 

Our present interests south of the Tropic of Cancer, the 
survey of Nicaragua for the proposed canal, and similar 
incidents may not unnaturally call to mind an expedition 
—known as the United States Darien Expedition—which, 
under the command of Lieutenant I. C. Strain, United 
States Navy, explored, in 1854, the Isthmus of Darien 
(Panama) in search of a route feasible for the construction 
of a navigable canal. A very interesting, and doubtless 
accurate, account of the wanderings and sufferings of the 
members of this expedition, the valour and integrity of its 
intrepid commander, and the courage and perseverance of 
his men, appeared some years ago in “ Harper’s Magazine,” 
and we can but feel that all who have read the account of 
the expedition, as given by Mr. Headley, bear to this day 
some recollection of the terrible sufferings and privations 
borne by Lieutenant Strain and his band. The food- 
supply of this expedition can alone occupy us at the present 
time. 

Relying upon statements of men (civilised and educated, 
at that) who professed to have crossed the isthmus several 
times, the party, which set out from a small village at the 
mouth of the Caledonia River, January 2oth, 1854, took 
with them only ten days’ provisions. When it is considered 
that the main body of the expedition—Lieutenant Strain 
and three men having started ahead February 13th in order, 
by force marching, to obtain relief—were without other 
food than these ten days’ provisions and such supplies as 
mangrove swamps afforded until March 23rd (when relieved 
by Strain), their sufferings can in a measure be imagined. 
The expedition when it left Caledonia Bay consisted of 
twenty-seven men, but of these one-third died either of 
starvation or from the food they were compelled to resort 
to in their distress. As the ten days’ provisions gave out 
the party at first found no great difficulty in obtaining plan- 


tains, bananas, and some game with which to supply the — 


demands of the body. A few fish were also caught— 
Lieutenant Strain having one fish-hook, which was subse- 
quently broken, and the loss of which was believed to have 
determined, in no small measure, the death of those who 
died from starvation, as the river they followed abounded in 
fish, their number increasing as they advanced toward the 
Pacific. But neither plantain and bananas nor game existed 
in sufficient quantities for their needs as they journeyed 
further into the tangled forest and mangrove swamps. 
Journals kept by the officers belonging to the expedition 
show that on January 27th some birds were shot—including 
an owl and a woodpecker—all of which were eaten. On 
January 30th, other supplies having failed, the forest was 
searched for somet ing «vrilable for food. No game was 
met with, but some palmetto, or cabbage-palm, resembling 
but not identical with, that which grows in Florida, was 
found, and as Strain, on a previous journey to the interior 
of Brazil, had subsisted for ten days on a similar vegetable, 
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he had no hesitation in recommending it to the party and 
_ set the example by eating it himself. The palmetto of 


Darien is more bitter and less palatable and nutritious than | 


that of Brazil, but the bitterness was partially removed by 
frequently changing the water in which it was boiled. It 
is not a fruit, but merely a soft tuft growing at the top of 
the tree which can be cooked and eaten like cabbage. An 
edible nut from a species of palm was afterward found and 
utilised. These nuts, which were not large in size, were 
_ described as agreeable to the taste and nutritious, though so 
_ hard as to be masticated with difficulty. Later on, as the 
palmetto and other supplies grew more scarce, another fruit 
of the palm—an egg-shaped nut covered with an acid pulp 
—was discovered and tested. The pulp was found to be 
refreshing, while the kernel resembled that of the carosas, 
which they had already eaten. This nut gradually became 
the principal article of diet; and they found that even the 
_ acid covering would support life, though it utterly destroyed 
_ the enamel of the teeth, and by degrees the digestive power 
of the stomach. Strain, foreseeing to what desperate straits 
they were likely yet to be reduced, endeavoured to cheer up 
the men by this new discovery, assuring them that these 
nuts were very nourishing and sustaining food. Not to 
mention the pulp and rind, the oleaginous nature of the nut 
itself was highly nutritious; in fact, he said, many tribes 
of men lived almost entirely on oil. “Men and officers 
listened respectfully to his philosophical disquisition; but 
it was evident that, as they looked at their attenuated limbs, 
and felt the gnawings of hunger, it was pursuing knowledge 
under difficulties.” Fila! 

Another article of diet which was for a considerable 
time quite common in the camp was a fruit called by a 
member of the party the “ monkey pepper-pod.” _It resem- 
bled, as to its exterior, the cocoanut after the husk has been 
removed. The interior, it is stated, bore some resemblance 
to the yellow watermelon, though the seeds were not so 
regularly disposed, nor in the same direction. It mew in 
clusters like the jack-fruit, or cocoa of the tropical climates, 
and on the most beautiful forest trees of the isthmus, which 
sometimes towered to the height of two hundred feet, not 
a limb or knot breaking the smooth surface of the column- 
like trunk for a hundred and thirty feet. The fruit, when 
not quite ripe, as they at first found it, was hard and of a 
greenish tinge, becoming black by exposure; when ripe it 
was softer and assumed a yellow colour, yielding a most 
fragrant odour. In either state it has a pungent and pep- 
pery taste. In small quantities it was a very agreeable 
stimulant to the weakened and more than half-starved men, 
who had so long been without condiments to their scanty 
food. They ate it raw, cooked it with soup, and made soup 
of it—the latter proving very acceptable and stimulating 
when setting off on the day’s journey without other break- 
fast. For some time previous to using this fruit they had 
met with it in the forest but dared not eat it. However, 
finding one day a “ pod ” partially devoured by some animal 
or bird, they concluded that what one stomach was able 
to digest another could, they used it without fear. It was 
the more acceptable, as Strain had stopped their allowance 
of gunpowder which had been used for pepper and salt 
in seasoning their miserable food ; for, the Pacific receding 
like the mirage of the desert and the ammunition getting 
scarce, he feared they might need it more for procuring than 
for seasoning this bill of fare. 

Although in a starving condition and constantly craving 
food, some caution was necessary before eating new and 
unfamiliar fruits. At one time they found a soft vege- 
table, full of seeds, which when boiled tasted like potato. 
All in the party who ate the seeds as well as the pulp were, 
after a time, seized with violent pains and vomiting, the 
sickness lasting for hours. On another occasion some 
small, round, black berries, resembling chincapins, were 
eaten, which proved to be very purgative. They were not 
afterward used as food, but were more or less systematically 
employed to counteract the effects of the acid nuts upon 
which they were obliged to mainly rely for strength to keep 
soul and body together. At another time a vegetable which 
they called “ pulsley” was gathered, but they hesitated 


to eat it until one of the party stated that hogs would eat 
it in the United States, and if it was good for hogs it was 
good for men. This was considered conclusive, and large 
quantities were boiled, of which they all ate ravenously. 
Violent vomiting ensued—Strain suffering among the rest. 
It was subsequently eaten on other occasions, but only when 
nothing else could be had, and then sparingly and withou: 
relish. ity 

The supply of coffee which they took with them was 
soon greatly reduced, and the last portion was carefully 
treasured by packing up the grounds after one steeping for 
a second, then for a third, and finally for a fourth, after 
which they were eaten for food! About the same time that 
they were deprived of coffee, the tobacco, the chief comfort 
of the men, also gave out entirely, and they were driven to 
all kinds of expedients to supply the deficiency. Some, 
who were inveterate smokers, gathered decayed dry wood 
with which they filled their pipes. For some time the 
deprivation of tobacco was more severely felt than even that 
of provisions, and the longings expressed for it greater than 
for food. : 

The dearth of animals and the craving for meat were 
such that in time all flesh came to be regarded as food. 
At first they made some distinctions, as shown by the fol- 


- lowing incident, which occurred only a few days after their 


ten days’ provisions had given out. As they tramped along 
Strain saw a buzzard sitting on a tree. Turning to a com- 
rade, he asked him if buzzards were good to eat. Lom- 
bard (the one questioned) being decidedly low in the larder, 
and withal having a strong appetite for flesh, replied, “ Yes, 
Captain, anything that won’t kill will fatten.” Strain there- 
upon fired and dropped the buzzard, and advanced to pick 
it up; but as he drew near the dreadful effluvia which this 
bird sends forth made him turn aside. Lombard ap- 
proached somewhat closer, but at last was compelled to 
wheel off also. Each man in his turn, tempted by so fine 
a bird, pushed for the prize, but each and all gave it a 
wide berth. In the end they became less fastidious, not 
only eating the flesh of buzzards, but the entrails being given 


- as an extra allowance to the shooters of the birds as a testi- 


mony to their enterprise and marksmanship. The condi- 
tion of the party for weeks almost beggars description. 
Some of the men, mad with hunger, even conceived the idea 
of unearthing and eating the bodies of their dead com- 
rades. One day the men came upon a dead iguana half 
eaten up by flies and worms, on which they fell like wolves 
and devoured it raw. Three eggs were found inside, over 
which some of the men quarrelled. Truxton, who, upon 
the departure of Strain for relief, fell in command, one day, 
in casting his eyes on the ground, saw a toad. Instantly 
snatching it up, he bit off the head, which he spit away, and 
then devoured the body. Maury looked at him for a 
moment, and then picked up the rejected head, saying, 
“Well, Truxton, you are getting quite particular ; something 
of an epicure, eh? to throw away the head,” and quietly 
devoured that himself. After his return, someone in ques- 
tioning him about it, remarked, “ Why, Maury, I thought 
that the head of a toad was poisonous.” “ Oh,” he replied, 
“that is a popular fallacy, but it is devilish bitter! ” 

When Strain and his three companions were making 
toward the Pacific in search of relief for the main party, 
he and a sailor named Wilson, who had separated them- 
selves from the other two in search of food, became entan- 
gled in a swamp and were wholly exhausted by the time 
they extricated themselves. Wilson then began to beg 
Strain for a partridge which the latter had recently shot, 
but Strain told him it was for the party, and must be divided 
equally. The man at length fell down and said he could 
and would go no further without that partridge. Strain 
then threw it to him, saying, “ Take it,” and sat down on a 
log to see him devour it. ~The starving wretch tore it 
asunder, but, feeling that his commander needed it as much 
as he did, hesitated and said, “ Captain, do you want the 
blood?” “No,” replied Strain. “Do you want the en- 
trails?” A negative answer was again returned. Wilson 
then flung a piece of the bird into Strain’s lap, and gorged 
the rest.—* Diet. and Hygien. Gazette.” 
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MANCHESTER AND TUBERCULOSIS IN MILK. 


Tur Manchester City Council at its last meeting discussed 
the need for a more stringent regulation of the milk supply. 
Our readers are aware of the results of an extended examina- 
tion of the milk coming into the city, and it is not surprising 
that Dr. Niven’s warning should have been seriously taken to 
heart by the Manchester Sanitary Committee. The result 
of the Sanitary Committee’s action led to a spirited debate at 
the last meeting of the Council. 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 


CORPORATION OF DUBLIN. 
THE PUBLIC HEALTH COMMITTEE. 








Three Sanitary Sub-Officers are required by the Corpora- 


tion of Dublin. 
and uniform. 

Candidates must make application in their own hand- 
writing, stating age (which must not exceed 40 years), present _ 
position, past occupation, and qualifications, together with 
copies of not more than three testimonials, and a certificate 
of efficiency from a recognised Board of Examiners, such as 
the Royal Institute of Public Health. 

Applications must be lodged with the undersigned not 
later than 12 o’clock noon, Saturday, December 3rd, 1898, 
endorsed, “ Application for the position of Sanitary Sub- 
Officer.” 

CHARLES A. CAMERON, Executive Sanitary Officer. 
Public Health Office, Municipal Buildings, Cork Hill, 
November 19th, 1898. 


The remuneration will be 478 per annum 





Mr. Maben drew attention to the provision to “ confer 
further powers in reference to tuberculosis and milk.” He 
was afraid, he said, that the Sanitary Committee had not 
given due consideration to this matter. If the proposals of 
the Committee were carried out it would involve the appoint- 
ment of not less than from too to 150 inspectors to follow 
milk found to be contaminated to the farms in the different 
counties from which it was supplied. One effect would be 
that milk dealers would decline to supply milk sellers in Man- 
chester, and so they would be either without milk or they 
would have to pay very dearly for it. If the matter were to 
be properly dealt with he thought it should be by a general 
and not by a local Act of Parliament. He moved the rejec- 
tion of the clause. 

Mr. Hampson seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Fildes said it was not proposed to ask for powers to 
test cattle by the tuberculosis test, but that milk coming into 
the city found to contain tuberculous matter should be fol- 
lowed to the farm from which it came. One inspector 
could do the work. Mr. Maben was defending people who 
did not want to be defended. 

Mr. Alderman Walton Smith read a communication from 
the Glasgow Corporation, which was to the effect that Glas- 
gow had the powers now sought by Manchester, and that in 
operation they had been found of very great benefit. An 
article of Professor Delépine which had appeared in “ The 
Manchester Guardian” would correct some erroneous im- 
pressions which existed on this matter. He thought it was 
the duty of the Corporation to protect the children of poor 
people in the city from infected milk. The power they sought 
was this. When they found milk brought into Manchester 
which was tuberculous they wanted their inspector to go to 
the farm from which it came and to have the cow that was 
diseased separated from the rest of the herd. It was not a 
question of applying their powers to every cow in the shed. 
They in no way wanted to adopt a harassing, cumbrous, and 
expensive process, but simply to prevent the citizens of Man- 
chester receiving tuberculous milk from outside Manchester. 
Within the city they already had this power. There was no 
question of appointing a large number of inspectors, as had 
been suggested. 

The amendment met with little support, and the clause 
as framed was adopted. 

Later a towns meeting was held, the Lord Mayor pre- 
siding, who moved the adoption of the clause “to confer 
further powers in reference to tuberculosis and milk.” —This 
was seconded by Mr. Alderman Walton Smith, who pointed 
out that what the Corporation proposed to do was to safe- 
guard public health. They did not suggest that they should 
go to absurd lengths in this matter, but required the proper 
extension of the principle of the Dairy and Cowsheds Act, 
which had been of such great benefit. The adoption of the 
clause was opposed by Mr. Cox, who spoke at some length. 





| He said that the clause would give unlimited power to Dr. 
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» dent of the City Council and of everybody. There would 
_ be quite 80,000 cows which would require inspection if 
_ the clause was adopted and carried out. An army of in- 
spectors would be wanted, and the salary to be given to the 


Medical Officer of Health would probably go up to £3,000. 


Then Professor Delepine would perhaps want £1,000 a 
Altogether from £30,000 to £,40,000 
per annum would be required for carrying out this clause. 


~~ Tt was not the milk with which the Corporation or their 


Medical Officer required to deal so much as the insanitary 


_ dwellings in which from eight to ten or twelve children were 


crowded together in one room. ‘Then the expense of the 
destruction of some 40 per cent. of the cows would mean 
that the price of milk would be nearly doubled. ‘There 
- were many other matters provided for under the bill which 
could not be carried out.—Mr. J. J. Kearns urged that the 
bill was founded on a misconception. The children who 
were in the crowded quarters of the towns and suffered from 
consumption, did not, as a fact, get milk to drink, while the 
children in the country, who had plenty of milk, did not 
suffer from consumption. He further alleged that Dr. 
Niven, the Medical Officer of Health, was interested in a 
company which had been formed for the sale of non-tuber- 
culous milk.—Another ratepayer, who opposed the clause, 
repeated this allegation, whereupon the Lord Mayor said 
that Dr. Niven stated that he held no interest in the com- 
pany, nor had he received any fees whatever from it.—Dr. 
Leech said he believed the opposition to this clause was 
based on two grounds, one the ground of expense, and the 
other that the inspection was not required. Both of these 
grounds were wrong. The clause would not lead to the 
destruction, as had been said, of 40 per cent. of the cows, 
and it had been proved by experience that tuberculous milk 
was a distinct danger. 
did suffer in increasing numbers through the use of this 
milk. For the sake of public health the clause ought to be 
adopted.—Other speakers having opposed the clause, Dr. 
Hutton said that his experience as Medical Officer to a 
children’s hospital, and as physician to a consumptive 
hospital, had enabled him to know that the clause was 
absolutely necessary. He warned those engaged in the milk 
trade who opposed the clause that they were doing their 
best to assist the establishment of the company they spoke 
against.—Another ratepayer said they did not object to pro- 
visions for dealing with certain tuberculous cows. In the 
course of further discussion Mr. F. Brocklehurst said that 
after full consideration of the arguments on both sides, and 
listening to a deputation from the Cowkeepers’ Associa- 
tion, he had come to the conclusion that it would be better 
for the public and for the cowkeepers and dairymen them- 
selves—The Lord Mayor eventually said that an amend- 
ment of the clause could be ‘made which would make it 
apply only to cows with diseased or indurated udders. 
(Cheers.)—The clause, to be thus amended, was adopted. 

The example of Manchester is well worthy of imitation 
by Liverpool and other large centres, where the milk supply 
is in practically as dangerous a state. 


a GROCERS’ FEDERATION PROPOSALS FOR A NEW 
ADULTERATION ACT..- 


THe Grocers’ Federation have resolved to send repre- 
sentations to the Government, urging them, in introducing 
a fresh Bill next session, to include the following points, 
which are contained in the recommendations of the Select 
ieee —— 

. That invoices and equivalent documents should have 
the foros of warranty in the case of all articles to which the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts apply. 

‘2. Where the local authorities fail to put the Acts in 
force, some higher local or national authorities should, by 
their own officers, take samples for the purposes of the 
Acts, in order that there might be a fair and equitable ad- 
ministration of the Acts throughout the whole of the United 
Kingdom ; and not, as at present, allow the Acts to be ad- 


officer of health) who would be indepen- ministered with over ey) in one district, whilst in another B: 


There was no doubt that children | 
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district the Acts were ignored. > 

“3. That the statement of SEE SS on labels should be | 
legibly and distinctly printed, and so ‘as not to be obscured 
by other printed matter ; and that any label which complies 
with the existing requirements of the law, as specified in 
Section 8 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and 
which may receive the approval of the Registrar of Trade 7a 
Marks, should still be allowed to satisfy the pemens of 
any proposed legislation. 

“4. That samples should be divided into four, Ristvad 


of three, parts, and that one of these parts should be at the 


disposal of the wholesale dealers. 

“5. That it should be obligatory upon the magistrates 
by order to refer articles to the Government Laboratory, 
for analysis, when such course is desired by either of the 
parties to the case. 

“6. That the provisions of Section. 5 of the Margarine 
Act, 1887, as to the exemption of an employer from penalty 
in certain cases and punishment of an assistant, should be 
extended to offences under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts. 

ety nce WP eu defendant who proposes to rely upon the 
warranty defence should be required to intimate this to the 
prosecutor within a reasonable time of the service of the 
summons. 

“8. That the time allowed for appeal to quarter sessions 
from decisions of local justices should be extended from 
three EG fourteen days. 

. That Section 10 of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, eee, ‘should be applied to all articles, so that the 
summons te appear before the magistrates shall be served 
upon the person charged with violating the provisions of 
the said Act within a time not exceeding 28 days from the 
time of the purchase.” 
THE USE OF BORACIC ACID. 

Mr. Cushen then moved, Mr. Gower seconded, and it 
was agreed :— 

“ That the Government be urged to express an opinion as 
to the use of boracic acid, and that this committee respect- 
fully informs the Government that in its experience boracic 
acid is found to be a harmless and useful food. preserva- 
tive.” 


MILK. 


At Bristol, John Heard, dairyman, of Elmwood Dairy, St. 
George, was summoned for having sold about a pint and a 
half of milk which contained not less than to per cent. of 
added water. The defendant said that he did not know that 
the milk contained any water. Mr. R. H. Wansbrough, who 
prosecuted, said that Mr. Simpson, the inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, bought a pint and a half of milk at the 
defendant’s shop, and paid 24d. for it. The defendant’s 
wife told him that the milk came from Mr. John Jones, 
dairyman, of Soronto Villa, Eastville. The sample of milk 
taken.was found to contain ro per cent. of water. Mr. Simp- 
son, desirous of finding out who was the real offender, waited 
on another day at Mr. Heard’s shop and took a sample of 
Mr. Jones’s milk. This was found to contain 5 per cent. of 
added water. As Mr. Simpson had previously taken samples 
of milk from the farmer who supplied Mr. Jones, and also 
now took a further sample and found it to be all right, he 
could not come to any other conclusion than that Mr. Jones 
was the real offender. | Evidence having been given by Mr. 
Simpson, the next case, in which John Jones was summoned | 
for selling milk containing 5 per cent. of added water, was 
taken. Mr. Bobbett, who defended him, called Charles 
Wookey, farmer, of Pucklechurch, who supplied Mr. Jones, 
and who now advanced the theory that the water got into 
the milk by means of a leakage in his refrigerator. The 
bench said that it was important that the public should be 
protected against this sort of thing. They considered that 
the cases were proved, and they fined Jones #5 and costs, 
and Heard £1 and costs. 

SARAH POLLARD, of the Victoria Restaurant, 5, Cloud’s 
Hifl, St. George, and Samuel Bennett, of 210, Church Road, 
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be George, were each fined ros. and costs for selling milk 





he 


149, Abbey Street, was fined rs. and costs for selling milk | cent. of water. Max Jackson, 40, Warren Street, was 
____ that contained seven parts of added water. fined £1 for selling new milk adulterated with 13 per cent.: 
At Clerkenwell, on November 17th, Frederick Dodson, of water. Mary Anne Farrell, 10, Redmond’s Hill, was 
of 294, Liverpool Road, was summoned by Inspector Irving, fined £3 for refusing to sell new milk to the Corporation 
of the Islington Vestry, for having sold milk, on the oth | Inspector for the purpose of analysis. Mary Jane 


St 
Saee respectively 7 and 6 per cent. of added water. - 


_ Both defendants pleaded that they had sold the milk in ex- 
actly the same condition as it was supplied to them. 

Ar Derby, on November 17th, Charles Cockayne, of 30, 
ae Street, was summoned for selling a pennyworth of milk 
_ which was not of the nature and quality demanded, on Octo- 
_ ber 25th. The milk contained eight parts of added water. 
- —defendant asserted that the milk was not touched after he 
received it from the dealer. The dealer’s wife was called, 


and admitted that she had put a pint or a pint and a half of 


water to the milk.—He was fined ts. and costs,in all 21s. 





Seth Ward, of 85, Boyer Street, was summoned for a like 


offence.—Ward’s milk contained nine parts of added water, 


_and Cockayne had bought his milk from Ward’s shup. —He 





was fined 5s. and costs, in all 24s. Louisa Parkinson, of 


October, containing 8 per cent. of added water. Defendant 


_ appeared by his clerk—being ill himself-—and he stated that 


— > nN Eee is 


eee eeEeeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEEeEeyEeeeEeEeEEEEe 


a private analyst had found the milk pure. To avoid further 
expense, however, he declined sending the third part of the 
sample to Somerset House. The defendant had never been 
convicted before, although his business was an extensive one. 
Mr. Horace Smith imposed a fine of 5s. with 12s. 6d. costs, 
suggesting that the defendant had better protect himself in 
future with a warranty. 

In Glasgow, on November 17th, a dairy keeper, charged 
with selling milk containing five per cent. of added water, 
explained that to cool the milk he had put it in a tin vessel 
inside a large vessel containing water. It was afterwards dis- 
covered that in the milk vessel there was a small hole through 
which the water came. Sheriff Fyfe accepted this explana- 
tion, and omitted to ask if the milk did not return the com- 
pliment by going out amongst the water. 


it did not mix properly or else that some water was left in the 


had lately been transferred from the defendant to a new * 
The purchase-money was said to be £39,000. 
Mr. Bridge recalled, said that he had frequently taken — 
samples of spirits at this house, and had never had to pee ; 


tenant. 


cute before. 


Mr. Glover said that the defendant would be fined fea ig 


and ordered to pay the analyst’s fee and Court costs, making 
a total of £5 17s. The licence would not be endorsed. 


WHOLESALE PROSECUTIONS IN DUBLIN. 


In the Southern Police Court, on November 18th, be- 
fore Mr. Swifte, Mary Ann McGowan, 10 Cuffe Street, was 
fined £1 for selling new milk adulterated with 11.84 per — 


cent. of water. 





Matilda James, 16, Upper Kevin Street, 


was fined £3 for selling new milk adulterated with 25 per 











Murray, 130, Cork Street, was fined “1 for selling linseed © Ke 


meal which was not pure, but was ground linseed cake, 
from which nearly all the oil had been extracted. In 
the Northern Court, before Mr. Carton, Walter Murphy, 
48, North King Street, was summoned for selling linseed 
meal which contained only 25.4 per cent. of linseed oil 
instead of 30 per cent. the shrinkage being caused by the 
article being kept too long—The defendant was fined ros. 
Mary Waters, 5, Moore Street, was summoned for sell- 
ing milk adulterated with 14 per cent. of water——The de- 
fendant pleaded that she sold the milk as she received it 
from the wholesale house, from which she had a guarantee. 
The guarantee was produced, and Mr. Carton dismissed 
the summons.—Mr. Rice asked for costs on the ground 
that defendant bad not complied with the law by inform- 
ing the Corporation that she was going to raise this defence. 
—Mr. Carton ordered her to pay 6s. 8d. costs. The 
cases were proved by Corporation Inspectors Cloney and 

















WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. Keogh.—Mr. Rice appeared for the Corporation. 3 
At Coventry, William Reader, a licensed victualler, of a 
the Royal Oak, Foleshill, was summoned for selling adul- RABBITS. ; 
terated Scotch whisky, on October 4th.—Mr. Maddocks ap- one “ ; 
peared for the prosecution, and Mr. Masser defended.—Mr. t On talese qe ie ay ae a J “ra Waren a fed & 
J. W. Windass, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act Gr ei eas, tor! RAVIUR LON ally On NAW ee Eee “ 
gave evidence ns teen omiplevand sending it to Ue Street, twenty-nine rabbits which were unfit for human food. 
Bostock Hill anal st, whose report stated that a was 12 ies peates guilty.) But pans ines Say Be purchased the d 
per cent a tire ae meter than wae‘allawed ‘by the Act-— rabbits as fresh on the morning of the day on which they 4 
For the defence, Mr. Reader swore that he did not add more were seized. 7 
than a proper quantity of water. It was suggested either that COFFEE A 
; ‘1 


bottle given by Mrs. Reader to the inspector when she washed 
it. Directly the defendant got the summons he took a sam- 
ple of the whisky to Messrs. Phillips and Marriott, by whose 
manager, Mr. Harry Archer, it was tested and found to be 
only about 21 degrees under proof, whereas the Act allowed 
25 degrees. The condition of the analyst’s sample, said 
Mr. Archer, might arise through imperfect mixing.—The 
prosecution did not suggest that the adulteration was at all 
systematic, and the magistrates, therefore, stating that they 
accepted the explanation for the defence, and cautioning 
the defendant that he must take more care in the future, 
fined him ts. and costs. 

Mrs. ANN CraDpock, of the Green Man Hotel, Muswell 
Hill, was charged last week on a summons with selling to 
Mr. A. L. Bridge, an epee of the Middlesex County 
Council, 
thirty degrees under proof. 

Mr. Travers Humphreys, barrister, defended. 

Mr. Bridge and his assistant gave evidence as to the pur- 
chase of the brandy half a pint for 2s 2d.—and the former 
put in the analyst’s certificate. 

Mr. Humphreys admitted the facts, and said that a mis- 
take had been made in breaking the spirit down to thirty 
degrees under proof. No adulteration was made when spirit 
was broken down to twenty-five degrees. The Green Man 








brandy which was adulterated to the extent of 
| ply with the provisions of the Food and Drugs Act.—The 





At Bow Street, on November 16th, before Sir James 
Vaughan, James Hensman, of Little Earl Street, appeared 
to a summons charging him with selling as coffee a mixture 
containing 45 per cent. of chicory—Mr. H. C. Jones sup- 
ported the summons on behalf of the St. Giles’s Board of 
Works; Mr. Ricketts defended.—The purchase having 
been proved, Mr. Ricketts said that he was instructed that 
the street orderly who made this purchase asked for “ Shil- 
ling coffee,” and was supplied with 2 oz. for 1%4d. This 
was an article very much in demand in the poorer districts, 
and its composition was well known. It was impossible to 
purchase coffee at 1s. per lb., and this was a mixture of 
coffee at 1s. 4d. and chicory at 6d. per lb. ; the dealer there- 
fore making a profit of 1d. a lb. It was sold in a paper on 
which was printed in large type, “This is sold as an ad- 
mixture,” and he submitted that this was sufficient to com- 


orderly, however, stated to the magistrate that he asked for 
coffee, not for “ Shilling coffee,” ‘and Sir James Vaughan 
said he did not think the words on the label were sufficient 
to show that the package contained chicory, and fined the 
defendant tos. and costs. William Layfield, of Sardinia 
Street, was summoned for having sold as coffee a mixture 
containing 60 per cent. of chicory, and he also was fined 
ros. and costs. 





Shieh 





victed, was ordered to pay £TIo. 


: BUTTER. 
Ar Worship Street, on November 17th, David Davies, 
of 62, Bethnal Green Road, who has been previously con- 





as much as 5 per cent. of butter. Evan Williams, of 
227, Brick Lane, was fined 4os. and 12s. 6d. for selling 
grease which contained 2 per cent. of butter. ‘Thomas 
Reynolds, of Willington Row, was mulcted in the same 





penalties for vending margarine which was adulterated with 


the relatively high percentage of twenty-seven parts of 
butter. At the same court, William Morris, an alleged 
labourer, was sent to prison for a month for assaulting a 
Vestry Inspector who was taking samples of butter in a shop 
in Brick Lane, and taking away some of his materials. 





At Glasgow, on November 11th, Thomas McBride was - 


charged with having, on the zoth September, at 909, Govan 


Road, sold one pound of butter which contained 71.69 of 


fat, a substance foreign to butter—He pleaded guilty, and 
it was explained on his behalf that he was a_ perfectly 
respectable trader, brought by accident under the clutches 
of an Act intended for others. The accused had two shops, 
and the Inspector had entered the one which was left in 


‘charge of a lad.—His Lordship said if a man could not be 


in his shop to look after it, he should put a man in charge 
who would be incapable of making a mistake of this kind. 
It was a serious mistake, because margarine had been sold 
as butter. He imposed a fine of £8, with expenses. 
Jane Aitken, or Taylor, an old woman, 11, Victoria Street, 
Govan, pleaded guilty to exposing margarine without a label 
attached to it, and to selling it without enclosing it in the 
prescribed wrapper.—The Sheriff said that Mrs. Taylor had 
neglected two of the chief precautions, and must suffer for 
it. He imposed a fine of £5, with £1 tos. of expenses. 
Charles Nicol, 153, Caledonia Road, pleaded guilty to 
exposing margarine without a label, and selling it without 
enclosing it in the prescribed wrapper.—His Lordship said 
that. this was just the very thing that the Act was designed 
to protect the public against. Fraud in the matter of food, 
especially to the poor, was regarded by the Act as one of 
the most serious of offences. He imposed a fine of £8, 
with expenses. 

At Liverpool, on November 16th, Philip Shimmin, 
47, Dennison Street, was fined 20s. and costs for having, on 
the 3rd inst., exposed two lumps of margarine for sale 
without having a label attached showing that it was mar- 
garine. It was his second conviction. Wm. Green, 
60, Tichfield Street, for a like offence, on the rst inst., was 
fined 20s. and costs. 

AT Barry, Edward Delve, Holton Road, Barry Docks, 
appeared to answer a charge of selling adulterated butter.—-- 
Inspector J. Williams, the officer appointed under the Food 
and Drugs Act, stated that on the 6th ult. he purchased 
three-quarters of a pound of butter at defendant’s shop, 
and paid 10 44d. for it—Superintendent Giddings produced 
the certificate, which showed that there were 49 grains of 
boracic acid in the sample.—Dr. Williams said if a man ate 
a pound of this butter in ten days he would consume ten 
grains of boracic acid, and he would not advise any healthy 
person to take it—The defendant, however, was dismissed, 


the summons having been taken out a day later than the 
statute permitted. 











THE ADULTERATION OF TEXTILES. 


AT a recent meeting of the Home Trade Sectional Com- 
mittee of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce held at 





the offices of the Manchester Home Trade Association, for | 
the consideration of the question of “ Adulteration of Tex- | 


tile Fabrics,” the points discussed were :— 


1. To ascertain, if possible, the extent to which adul- | 


teration takes place. 

2. Is the adulteration injurious to health? 

The chairman observed that the Chamber of Commerce 
had referred the adulteration of sheets, shirtings, flannelettes, 
blankets, linings for trousers, denims, and blue jeans, etc., 
to. the Home Trade Sectional Committee, and he had to 
report that experts had been called in to assist the com- 


His margarine contained - 
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mittee ; analysis of various goods had been made in the 
Chambers ‘Testing-House, manufacturers had been con- 
sulted, and it was found there is a consensus of opinion that 
the articles used, viz., chloride of zinc and magnesium, 
salts, etc.; are injurious to health, and do no good to the 
cloth, in the manufacture of which they are used, only to 


‘give weight and feel—in no sense to permanently improve 


the goods; there is an equally strong impression of feeling 
amongst the numerous manufacturers who have been con- 
sulted, that, in the interests of the people whose health is 
endangered, the practice of using zinc and other injurious 
materials should be discontinued, and the public meantime 
warned against purchasing goods so filled and adulterated. 
As traders and manufacturers, we were all conscious of the 
fact that it is needful to use certain materials to assist in 
the weaving and to give niceness and softness of feel; but 
there can be no justification for using articles which are 
likely to produce consequences which are not only pre- 
judicial to comfort, but may cause afflictions of a lasting © 
character. 

The question is one of grave importance to buyers of 
woollen and cotton goods containing the preparations re- 
ferred to. 

The serious evil arises from the power such goods have 
of absorbing and holding damp from the atmosphere, and 
as such goods are often worn near the skin, either as an 
article of dress or the lining of one, or for use in the night, 
rheumatism or other afflictions may arise at any time, and 
be of serious consequence to the person sleeping upon or 
under the sheet, bed-tick, or blanket. | We have all the 
facts before us confirmed by medical men, and, as before 
stated, by tests in our Testing-House, and only one feeling 
exists among the producers and distributers, that, whether 
the goods be English or German make, the adulteration 
with such injurious materials is an evil, and is most incon- 
sistent with the health and welfare of our people, and ought 
by some means to be stopped. Of course, the public have 
it in their power to eventually put an end to it, and when 
we inform them that in addition to the evil of almost certain 
suffering from rheumatism and rheumatic fever, etc., which 
arise from the adulteration, they are actually paying for the 
vile and obnoxious material double the price they would 
pay for wool or cotton out of which the fabric is made, 
surely their eyes will be opened to the danger as well as the 
folly they are running. The dyers complain bitterly of 
the adulteration, and feel its use should be discontinued, but 
more of this at a future date. 

The secretary produced the analysis which had been 
made showing the ingredients used in the samples submitted, 
and the various manufacturers present gave important evi- 
dence, supported by samples of materials manufactured. 
A number of other manufacturers and finishers, beside those 
present at the meeting, had written confirming all the facts 
and statements made, and all condemned the present adul- 
teration that is taking place. 


TAE ADULTERATION OF OLIVE OIL. 


To check the adulteration of olive oil with cottonseed 
oil the Council of Government of Malta has passed a new 
Ordinance (No. VI.), which regulates the duty on oil. The 
duty now established is (a) 6d. per caffiso (4% imperial gal- 
lons) on oil of every description, with the exception of lin- 
seed oil, of other oils used as medicine, and of any oils 
which, being unfit for food, are intended for industrial pur- 
poses ; and (b) 1s. per caffiso on cottonseed oil or any oil 
containing any mixture of cottonseed oil. This measure 
originated in a report made by the Chamber of Commerce 
to the effect that cottonseed oil was being mixed with olive 
oil and sold as olive oil. The Collector of Customs, in 
supporting the report, called attention to the loss that the 
Revenue suffered by such mixture in connection with the 
duty on olive oil. To prevent importers of cottonseed oil 
deceiving the public and defrauding the Treasury, it was 
considered that a shilling duty on cottonseed oil or any mix- 
ture thereof, compared with a 6d. duty on olive oil, would 
be sufficient to check fraud, 
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_ DRUG ADULTERATION IN LEICESTERSHIRE. 
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- Tue REPORT OF THE County ANALysT, Dr. BERNARD 
—*. DYER 
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One hundred and seven samples were analysed during 
the quarter, of which 9 were reported as unsatisfactory or 
adulterated. The samples comprised 28 samples of oat- 
‘meal, 27 samples of brandy, 51 samples of sweet spirit of 
 nitre, and 1 sample of milk. 
All the samples of oatmeal, 25 of the samples of brandy, 
and the sample of milk were genuine. 2 samples of brandy 
were deficient in alcoholic strength, one to the extent of 
4 degrees of proof spirit below the lowest legal limit, and 
the other to the extent of 16 degrees below the legal limit. 
—_- It will have been noticed that no less than 51 samples 
_of sweet spirit of nitre were taken, being purchased from as 
many different chemists and druggists within the county. 
_ As many members of the Council will no doubt be aware, 
‘ this very popular medicine was not included in the late 
edition of the British Pharmacopoeia under its ordinary 
- name. It was, of course, really included in the Pharma- 
ccopoeia, but under the name of “Spirit of Nitrous Ether.” 
_ No official indication, however, was contained in the Phar- 
-macopeeia that Spirit of Nitrous Ether meant Sweet Spirit 
of Nitre. The consequence has been that for a number of 
_ years, chemists who, in response to a request for Sweet 
_ Spirit of Nitre, have supplied an article of inferior strength, 
have, if taxed therewith, sheltered themselves behind the 
contention that they did not profess, unless it were specifi- 
cally asked for, to supply Spirit of Nitrous Ether, but that 
they simply sold “ Sweet Spirit of Nitre,” which had no offi- 
cial existence, and no recognised definite strength. 
Unfortunately, the practice of selling an inferior article 
has been fostered by some of the manufacturers and whole- 
sale dealers in drugs, who supply chemists and druggists, 
and who have included in their trade lists articles of dif- 
ferent strengths, at different prices. In the new edition of 
the British Pharmacopeeia, recently issued, the difficulty of 
the, position has been recognised, and the expression 
“ Sweet Spirit of Nitre” is included as a synonym for Spirit 
of Nitrous Ether. A chemist now, therefore, in response 
to a request for “ Sweet Spirit of Nitre,” is bound to supply 
the official article. 
The collection of samples which your Inspectors have 
now made from so many chemists and druggists, was under- 
taken with a view to ascertaining how far the proper official 
article was really being supplied in the county, and how far 
it would be necessary to enforce upon their attention the 
fact that they were no longer at liberty to supply their cus- 
tomers with anything but the true article of the 
Pharmacopceia. 
The results of the inquiry were briefly as follows: Of 
the 51 samples of Sweet Spirit of Nitre, 23 were of what 
I should call first class quality, and 21 were either fairly 
~ good or passable on the assumption that they were not very 
fresh (the article being one that deteriorates on keeping). 
It was, however, my duty to specially direct the attention 
of the Chief Constable, Mr. Holmes, to seven samples 
which were decidedly unsatisfactory. Three of them only 
contained about one-half of the proper proportion of nitrous 
ether, two contained less than one-half, one only about one- 
_ third, and one only about one-fourth or less. I carefully 
took the alcoholic strength of all these samples, and, 
though it was in some cases a little lower than that of the 
British Pharmacopeeia article, I was able to say distinctly 
that the deficiency was not in any case due to adulteration 
by watering down. It was not possible to say with cer- 
tainty how far the low strength of these samples was due 
to bad manufacture, or how far it may have been due to 
their having been kept for an unduly long time ; but the 
departure from the proper standard of the Pharmacopcia 
was so great as to make the article, in effect, totally dif- 
ferent from that now directed by the British Pharmacopoeia 
to be supplied under the name of Sweet Spirit of Nitre. 
For the sake of investigating the general question more 
thoroughly, I obtained, from a well-known wholesale house 


ee ee 
1 - 


EEE —— mC 


ao. = * a 


mber 26,1898. FOOD AND SANITATION. — 


¢ ee | . Pog i. VF, ~ Lie? 
hi ry * : 4 eee Mh Cet Se ee 
ie. ews) cv ey - - 7 * 


1190! 


of high reputation, three samples of various qualities or 
strengths of Spirit of Nitrous Ether, supplied at different 
prices. The sample of best quality was in every way satis- 
factory, but those which were cheaper, but which need not 
on this account have differed from it very seriously in their 
percentage of nitrous ether, were very bad. One contained 
less than one-fifth of the nitrous ether it should have con- 
tained, and the other contained scarcely any nitrous ether 
at all. ‘The explanation given to me by the firm, when I 
directed their attention to the results of my examination, 
was that there was not much demand now for the lower 
qualities, and that they had been in stock for a long time, 
and had no doubt deteriorated owing to long keeping. 
They also pointed out that chemists and druggists were not 
supposed to buy these low qualities for pharmacopeeia pur- 
poses, but only for veterinary use. 

However this may be, I think the incident serves to 
show what latitude has existed in the trade during the exist- 
ence of the late edition of the Pharmacopoeia; and, when 
a first-rate wholesale house is found to send out goods of 
this description, it is not remarkable if the local chemist 
is sometimes found retailing inferior articles. 

As the new edition of the Pharmacopceeia had only just 
been published, and members of the trade could scarcely 
yet have become aware of all the new responsibilities im- 
posed upon them in this new edition, and as there is no 
doubt that the materials purchased were manufactured be- 
fore the actual issue of the new edition, it was decided by 
Mr. Holmes, after consultation with myself, that, under the 
circumstances, the most appropriate way of dealing with 
those who supplied the inferior articles was to caution them, 
and direct their attention to the fact that the law now im- 
posed upon them a responsibility in the matter of this drug 
which could not in future, as heretofore, be set aside on the 
ground of the omission from the Pharmacopceia of its 
popular name. 

While drawing attention, however, to the inferiority of 
seven samples, i should like to conclude by expressing my 
opinion that, in view of the vague and unsatisfactory posi- 
tion in which the question of Sweet Spirit of Nitre has 
rested for so many years, it peaks well for the honour and 
integrity of the chemists of Leicestershire as a body, that 
out of 51 samples purchased in the course of the first 
general investigation which has been made into the matter, 
only these seven should have been of such a quality as to 
call for grave complaint; and that, out of the other 44 
samples, all of which were good or passable, no less than 
23 should actually have been of first-class quality. 


FERTILISERS AND FEEDING StTuFFs ACT. 


I also enclose copies of my reports to the Board of 
Agriculture for the quarter, from which it will be seen that 
during that period no samples have been submitted to me in 
my official capacity in the county under this Act. 


ADLTERATION IN BIRMINGHAM. 


Dr. ALFRED HILL, public analyst, reports: “ During the 
past three months I have received 193 samples from 
Inspector Jones for analysis, under the provisions of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. Twelve samples, or 6 per 
cent., were condemned because of the presence of preserva- 
tives, and thirteen samples, or 7 per cent., were adulterated 
in other ways. 

“Mitk.—Three samples contained an excess of water, 
three samples were deficient in fat, and two more were both 
watered and skimmed; the total being eight samples, or 
r5 per cent. In the corresponding quarter of last year 18 
per cent. were adulterated in these ways. Boric acid was 
present in three of the samples examined last quarter. 
Formic aldehyde was detected in six samples; four of them 
were of fair quality, one was inferior, and the other was 
remarkable in containing boric acid in addition to formic 


aldehyde ; it was also deficient of 23 per cent. of its natural + 


fat, so that it proved to be sophisticated in three different 
ways. Six samples, or 12 per cent., were adulterated with 
preservatives, against 9 per cent. in the corresponding 
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boric’ acid used was unnecessarily large. 


quarter last year. Besides these, ten samples were low in 


quality or slightly adulterated. 
“One prosecution was instituted last quarter 


- 


for the. 
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presence of boric acid in milk. The sample (No. 758) | 


contained 130 grains of boric acid per gallon, an amount | 


very much in excess of the quantity found in any sample I 
have hitherto examined. At the hearing of the case my 
evidence was supported by that of Dr. Carter, Physician to 
the (Queen’s Hospital. He stated that in his practice he 
had found the continued use of boric acid undesirable, as 
‘it produced symptoms of indigestion, and occasionally 
affected the heart and skin. He had made experiments 
which showed that moderate doses retarded the action of 
‘the saliva. Boric acid was a substance foreign both to the 
body and to milk.. He considered such a milk prejudicial 
to health, and that in a child it might set up irritation lead- 
ing to fatal results. Dr. Bond and Dr. Hake were called 
for the defence; they both admitted that the quantity of 
The farmer who 
supplied the milk stated that he had added a solid pre- 
servative to the churn of milk, and it appeared probable 
that, owing to the slow solubility of boric acid, the milk 
supplied to the Inspector by the vendor contained more 
than its share of preservative. The Magistrates con- 
sidered the amount of boric acid present to be excessive, 
and fined the defendant 2s. 6d. (!) and costs. In a case like 


this, where four experts agreed that the quantity used was _ 


unnecessarily large, and the Magistrates stated their opinion 
that it was excessive, one is astonished that such a paltry 
fine should have been inflicted. In your last prosecution 
for boric acid in milk, 75 grains per gallon were present, 
and the fine was 5s. and costs; in this case the quantity 
was considerably more, and yet the fine was only 2s. 6d. 
IT may point out that the vendor was not summoned under 
Section 3 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act for selling an 
article injurious to health, but under Section 6, so that the 
only question the Magistrates had to decide was whether 
milk containing boric acid was ‘of the.nature, substance, 
and quality of the article demanded.’ Of course it is not, 
and milk containing preservatives should not be sold as 
‘ milk,’ but as ‘ borated milk,’ or ‘ milk preserved with formic 
aldehyde,’ as the case may be, or with some description 
which states exactly what it is. 

“Two samples were bought as ‘skimmed milk’; one of 
them had not been skimmed, but adulterated with 9 per 
cent. of water, the other was a watered sample of ‘ separated 
milk.’ Separated milk, or milk from which the cream has 
been mechanically removed by centrifugal force, generally 
contains less than 0.3 per cent of fat, while milk from which 
the cream has been removed by ordinary hand skimming 
contains about 1 per cent. of fat. According to a recent 
legal decision ‘ separated milk’ cannot be sold as ‘ skimmed 
milk’; I therefore certified the sample as deficient of fat 
as well as adulterated with water. 


“ BUTTER.—Only one of the forty samples of butter 


analysed last quarter was adulterated with foreign fat; six 
samples were adulterated with 5 to 28 grains of boric acid 
per pound ; five others contained a few grains of boric acid 
per pound. In the case of sample No. 667 the vendors 
appealed to the Quarter Sessions, on the grounds that the 
words, ‘ Finest pure butter, guaranteed,’ branded on the lid 
of the butter tub, constituted a legal written warranty, and 
that the fine (£20) was excessive. The Recorder. dis- 
missed the appeal with costs, and said that he did not think 
the penalty at all severe in a case of that kind; he refused 
to state a case on the point of law. 

“ALE, Brer.—One of the eight samples of ale was 
adulterated, containing 105 grains per gallon of chlorides 
expressed as salt. No action was taken, owing to the burst- 
mg of the Inspector’s reserve sample. One of the four 
samples of beer contained rather too-much salt, but the 
excess was not sufficient to be called adulteration. 

“ FLour.—One of the nine samples of flour, and two 
of the eight samples of self-raising flour, contained 1 or 2 
per cent. of maize flour, but T did not consider the quantity 
sufficient to be certified as adulteration. ; 
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GOVERNMENT FOOD INSPECTORS SUGGESTED. __ 
A QUARTERLY meeting of the Yorkshire Union of Agri-— 
cultural Clubs and Chambers of Agriculture was held on 
November 17th, at the Agricultural Club-house, Pavement, — 
York. 5 anes 
Dr. Wright introduced the question of appointment and — 
qualifications of inspectors under the Sale of Food and — 
Drugs Act. He considered that the bill before Parliament 
last session was not worth the paper it was written on. 
He favoured the appointment of Imperial inspectors all 
over the country, Local inspection was, in his opinion, — 
practically a failure. In the majority of cases where thers 
was a conviction the penalty seemed to be quite inadequate — 
to the offence. Pressure should be brought to bear upon 
the Government to introduce a real bill, so-as to put a stop 
to a bad condition of affairs. He concluded by moving 
a resolution that the Government should appoint Imperial © 
inspectors instead of having local inspectors. A 
Mr. E. Robinson seconded, and the resolution was carried — 
unanimously. . 


BORAX IN BUTTER AND SEPARATED CONDENSED 
M 


THe Monmouthshire County Analyst, Mr. Thompson, 
has presented a report dealing with the sale of condensed 
milk, and the use of boracic acid in butter. He had, he © 
said, frequently remarked upon the question of preserva- 
tives—such as boracic acid in butter—and it was with plea- 
sure that he could inform the council of the almost com- 
plete absence of this form of adulteration during the quarter 
ending September 3oth. Only one butter sample was 
admixed with it, and in this instance only to the extent of 
4 per cent.—17'% grains to the pound—which was the 
amount he had all along advocated as being quite sufficent: 
for use when it was really necessary, from one cause or 
another, to employ it. He had examined six samples of 
condensed milk, five of which proved to have been made 
from milk deprived of none of its fat; but one sample, 
which was labelled “ condensed skimmed milk,” turned out 
to be entirely separated milk—in fact, was made from milk 
from which 97 per cent. of fat had been removed. The 
Camberwell Vestry had invited the co-operation of all local 
authorities in securing legislation to prevent the sale of con- 
densed milks unless certain requirements are complied with. 
There was, of course, no possible objection to the sale of — 
condensed separated milk, so long as the purchaser was. 
made aware of its nature; but where condensed milk was 
labelled as being skimmed milk—milk deprived of about 
half its total fat—but was in reality separated milk, or milk 
which had been so treated as to remove from 85 to 9g per 
cent. of fat, the evil effects from using such stuff, especially 
for feeding young children, could not be too strongly con- 
demned. He advised the adoption of the vestry’s recom- 
mendation. He further suggested that every tin should 
carry the maker’s name, and those brands from which more 
than 60 per cent. of total fat had ben removed, should be » 
prominently labelled as being “unsuited for feeding 
infants.” He thought the manufacturers would then be 
responsible, as the label would be tantamount to a warranty. 
Some restrictions should certainly be placed upon the num- 
berless brands of this article which were being imported 
from Holland and other countries. It was a most con- 
venient, and, in some cases, an economical article of diet ; 
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1e thought it was highly foolish to sacrifice the health 
of the future generation for the sake of convenience. In a 
z) le of “self-raising flour” he detected a small percent- 
age of maize meal, which he was, credibly informed was 
added for a specific purpose, and as it was sold under a 
_ special name it could hardly be termed an adulteration. 
mre QUEER FOODS. 
_ Japan is aheavy shipper of outlandish foods to the 
New World. It has a practical monopoly of the nests 
_which are used in making birds’ nest soup, which, by the 
’ way, when prepared by an American chef, is the most 
delicious dish of its class in the world. It also catches and 
_ dries armies of devilfish, which are as popular in the East 
as dried codfish in the West. In fact, says the Philadelphia 
_ Times, the two sea-foods are very much alike in flavour, 
and differ chiefly in their texture, the flesh of the devilfish 
_ being hard, compact, and more like muscle than that of the 
_ familiar cod. Tree mushrooms and sea mushrooms are 
_ two other famous Japanese edibles that come to us across 
the Pacific. They resemble mushrooms in their contour 
and structure, but in nothing else. The tree mushrooms 
have a flavour of wood bark, while the sea mushroom 
boils away in cooking, very much as if it were 
made of marine glue. In fact, it is used in Japan 
_ for making vegetable gelatine for thickening stews and soups 
in very much the same manner as we convert the bladders 
of sturgeons and other fishes into animal gelatine for a 





similar purpose. Dried fishes are another important export 


_ from the land of the Mikado. The Japanese dry almost 


every eatable fish, from minnows and whitebait up to 


marine animals as large as the sturgeon and the swordfish. 
Their drying appears to be conducted under a different 


system to our own. When ready for the market, their 
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fishes are so dried as to suggest kiln-dried timber. They 
apply the same process to the lower forms of sea-life, and 
desiccated clams, mussels, oysters, prawns, shrimps, craw- 
fish, and crabs, until they resemble stone. In this con- 
dition the foods will withstand any climate, and may be 


kept in the open air without spoiling for a whole twelve- | 


‘ 


month. 


THE PLAGUE COMMISSION. 


We must confess—says “The Times of India’—to a 
feeling of scepticism regarding the utility of the “ Plague 
Commission” which is to be sent from England to India 
during the coming cold weather. It would be interesting 
to know in whose fertile brain the idea of the Commission 
was first conceived. Has the Commission been asked for 
by the Government of India? It is hardly possible that 
the Simla authorities, with the knowledge they have now 
gained of the character of plague prevention work, can have 
imagined that any useful purpose is to be served by the 
_visit of a perambulating party which will scurry through 
India, and retire comfortably to London to draft a report. 
The proposal seems to bear upon it the impress’ of the hand 
of the Secretary of State. When the Government of India 
wishes to enlighten an inquiring world upon a question of 
the day, it generally lapses into statistics ; when the India 
Office becomes anxious about an Indian problem, it flies 
to a Commission. | Commissions, in short, are now re- 
garded at home as the universal panacea for all the troubles 
of India. The Plague Commission will be composed, it 
is understood, of “three eminent medical men,” together 
with a non-medical chairman and a secretary. As the 
names of the members of the Commission have not yet been 
discTosed, it is possible to say, without personal disrespect 
to anyone in particular, that it is difficult to see how the 
opinions of the “three eminent medical men” will be of 
any more value than those, say, of the three wise men of 
Gotham. We have in India at the present moment a large 
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number of officers, both medical and non-medical, whose | 


actual personal experience of every branch of plague pre- 
vention work exceeds that of any other body of men in the 
world. Most of these officers possess the additional ad- 


vantage of a familiar knowledge of the conditions under 
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stantly borne in mind in considering the plague. We have 
further in our midst a number ot experts who have con- 
stantly turned their attention to the, bacteriological aspects 
of plague ; and we have also many men, trained in the work 
of Indian administration, who have given close and anxious 
thought to the administrative departments of plague work. 
India has, moreover, been visited by medical men from all 
parts of Europe for the purpose of studying plague, and 
their reports, based upon independent investigation, are 
doubtless at the disposal of inquirers. _ Meanwhile, in 
India itself, an enormous quantity of plague literature has 


been accumulated, and though much of it is more or less ' 


worthless, a considerable proportion has a great scientific 
value, treating as it does first-hand of a disease regarding 
which little is known. If the object of the Commission 
is to take evidence from persons well qualified to speak 
about plague, to search all available sources of information, 
and to prepare a summary of the results of its inquiries, it 
will be doing no harm, and may, perchance, accomplish 
some little good. The task could, perhaps, be accom- 
plished equally well in London by a couple of men having 
the necessary materials before them; but if it pleases the 
India Office to band précis writers together into a Commis- 
sion, India must pay the bill and hold its peace. That any 
more practical results will flow from the project we are at 
present unable to believe. “Eminent medical men” from 
England, who come out to set the men on the spot right, 
will probably take too little account of the financial and 
practical difficulties which have hindered us in our cam- 
paign against plague. We shall have a reiteration of the 
counsels of perfection which led us astray at the com- 
mencement of the visitation. | Another obstacle which pre- 
sents itself is the fact that, in Bombay at any rate, our three 
plague epidemics have each had distinctive characteristics ; 
and who can say that a fourth epidemic, if it should un- 
happily come, may not present new features to upset the 
most imposing generalities which could be penned by the 
most eminent of medical men? What is undoubtedly 
needed in India at the present moment is an uniform plague 
policy, applicable—with due allowance for special local con- 


| ditions—to the whole country alike. The details of such 


a policy could best be settled by the men. who have had 
close personal experience of the plague. 


SERIOUS OUTBREAK OF TYPHOID THROUGH 
ICE GREAM. 

Tue Batley sanitary authorities are just now busily en- 
gaged in dealing with a rather serious outbreak of typhoid 
fever in the borough, which there is every reason to believe 
has originated through the eating of ice-cream obtained from 
certain itinerant vendors in the Batley Feast Ground in the 
middle of September. At that time—September 17th— 
there was only one case of typhoid in Batley, and now about 
50 patients are undergoing treatment, this number of notifi- 
cations having been made to the Sanitary Department within 
the past three weeks or a month. From inquiries made 
by the medical officer and the sanitary inspector it seems 
that the most serious cases are those where the sufferers 





obtained their ice-cream from stalls situate near to the 


steam roundabouts in the feast-ground, though suspicion 
attaches to others who had the privilege of selling during 


the three days which the feast lasted. Out of the full num- , 


ber of about fifty cases, there seems to be only two adult 
patients, the remainder being from seven to seventeen years 
of age. In some instances two or three members of the 
same family are affected. . The present outbreak is for- 
tunately* characterised by a mildness which gives hope to 
the belief that the number of deaths will be small, though 
two or three of the worst cases where the patient was not 
sufficiently strong in constitution to successfully battle with 
the disease have ended fatally. No information is forth- 
coming as to the nature or exact quality of the ice-cream 
disposed of in the feast-ground, but from inquiries it 
appears that a considerable quantity was sold, not only to 
children, but to youths, and even adults. 
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which the people of India live, and of their habits and 
customs—two phases of the question which must be con- 
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Str RicHarD THORNE THORNE delivered the third and’ 
last Harben Lecture on “ Administrative Measures for the 
Control of Tuberculosis,” at the Medical Examination Hall, 
yesterday, the subject discussed being the question of the 
compulsory notification of phthisis. The lecturer pointed 
out that a certain number of sanitary authorities had applied. 


to the Local Government Board for their statutory approval 


to add phthisis to the list of the infectious diseases which 
are now included in the Infectious Disease (Notification) 
Act, 1889; but that this approval had never yet been given. 
He agreed with the action of the central authority, and he 
pointed out that there was no such similarity between 
phthisis and the diseases now notifiable, namely, smallpox, 
scarlet fever, diphtheria, etc., as would in his opinion justify 
compliance with the demand made. The Notification Act 
was passed in order to enible authorities to control che 
movements of persons who, for a few weeks only of their 
lives, were in a state that constituted a danger to the public 
health, such persons being, by reason of a temporary and 
acute illness, unfit to follow their usual avocations or to min- 
gle with others In the case of phthisis, however, any corre- 
sponding sanitary control would often have to be exercised 
for a series of years, during which time the phthisical per- 
sons were not only quite capable of continuing in their em- 
ployment, but it was often absolutely essential that they 
should be able to maintain themselves and, at times, a 
family as well. The Act was never passed to enable such 
a person to be subjected to restrictions in the manner in- 
tended to apply to the acute infectious fevers. He referred 
in some detail to the notification of phthisis in New York 
city because it was often held out as an example to be 
followed but he showed that the New York provision had 
hitherto been most partial in its application, that its opera- 
tions were in the main limited to persons living in tenement 
and lodging-houses, and that, apart from this, no sanitary 
control was exercised except with the actual or tacit consent 
of the medical practitioner in attendance on the patient. 
Even the statistical results which were quoted in favour of 
the New York practice showed that the diminution in the 
phthisis death-rate was in full operation for years before 
the notification system was established. This was, doubt- 
less, to a large extent brought about by the same adminis- 
trative measures which in this country had already led to a 
saving of no less than sixty lives out of every hundred which, 
at many age-periods, were formerly sacrificed to this disease. 
Instances were then given to show what would certainly 
follow if the stringency of our laws as to infectious disease 
was made applicable to this disease. The system of in- 
spection by sanitary officials would lead to publicity and to 
loss of employment, with the consequent deprivation of 
food and comforts, which are essential to the cure of the 
disease in its incipient stages; it would hinder people from 
seeking medical advice at a time when this was most useful, 
and thus it would defeat the main object in view. It was 
next pointed out that the same proposal had come before 
the Academy of Medicine in Paris, and that, on a Report 
from a Committee of that body, the system of compulsory 
notification had been rejected on the ground that it was 
likely to do more harm than good. The conclusion at 
which the lecturer arrived did not, however, justify inaction 
as regards a disease which still caused some 40,000 deaths 
every year in England and Wales, and which is largely 
spread by means of highly infective sputa, which, when 
dried, were carried about as dust. The duty of giving to 
individuals such advice as to dealing with these sputa as 
was. likely to be followed devolved, in his opinion, on the 
medical practitioners whose counsel and advice was volun- 
tarily sought by the phthisical patients, and the lecturer 
appealed to all physicians, whether in hospital practice or 
in private, to give this advice in some such simple form as 
is to be found in the leaflets now distributed to patients 
visiting some of the chest hospitals of the metropolis. Any 
action by way of notification should for the present at least 
be under a. voluntary and not a compulsory system, and such 
action might well be supplemented by the construction, out 
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of public funds, of sanatoria for the temporary isolation 

persons suffering from this infectious disease, and who, dur- 
ing their sojourn in these establishments, would acquire 
habits of dealing with infectious - material which would 
largely tend to prevent that spread of infection which was 
now so largely due to the want of simple and inexpensive 
precautions. In conclusion, it was pointed out that the 
success attained in our English system of public health is 
largely due to the fact that its leaders have been content: 


to lead, and have avoided pressing so far ahead of public 


opinion as to alienate that support on which success is most 


dependent. ~~ 


PHYSIOLOGICAL ACTION OF COPPER. 


BAUM AND SEELIGER, in the “ Zeit. fiir Untersuch. der 
Nahr. und Genusmittel,” 1898, 500, report that they have 


carried out a large number of experiments upon animals, _ 


extending over a period of three years. 
some of the principal results arrived at: 
Copper absorbed into the system through the digestive 
organs does not, as a rule, pass into the milk. Occasionally 
it is found in minute traces in the milk, but only quite 
exceptionally in weighable amounts. No injurious conse- 
quences could be traced to the.use of milk produced by 
animals that had been dosed for long periods with copper, 


The following are 


not even when the milk was used as an exclusive diet, as, — 


for example, for suckling. Copper absorbed into the system 
through the digestive organs passes in proportionate quan- 
tity into, and is stored in, the foetus. 

When administered in daily doses, copper is, as a rule, 
all absorbed, and for the most part all again eliminated. 
When increased quantities are given, however, no more is 
absorbed—often, indeed, less. 
nation, therefore, does not appear to proceed with regularity 
or to follow any decided rule. The elimination of the 
copper through the bile and pancreatic and intestinal juices 
may take as much as five months from the time the adminis- 
tration was discontinued, though it may be complete in 
four or five weeks.. By long-continued administration of 
small doses of copper a really chronic poisoning may be 
produced. Different copper preparations possess poison- 
ing properties in different degrees. 


HASTINGS ANALYST’S REPORT. 


Mr. H. F. CHeEsuireE presented his report as follows: 
Articles submitted for analysis: New milk, 19, one 30 per 
cent. cream abstracted, fined tos. and costs; skim milk, 
2, one 30 per cent. water and separated milk, fined fos. 
and costs; 2 milks suspicious; lard, 3, genuine; butter, 
7, whisky, 4, 1 whisky, 25.8 degrees U.P., vendor cau- 
tioned ; mustard, 2; genuine; sugar, I, genuine; condensed 
milk, 2, one of these was reasonable, but the dilution sug- 
gested on the other tin was absurd in view of its strength, 
and corresponded to the addition of about 50 per cent. of 
water—these were obtained on account of some action 
taken to enforce a standard for condensed milk; there are 
some good brands and these are mostly sold here, though 
it appears that inferior brands can be obtained. Total 
number of samples analysed during the quarter, 40. Num- 
ber of samples adulterated 5, and 2 suspicious. 


ADULTERATION IN WARWICKSHIRE. 


Dr. Bostock Hitt, county public analyst, has reported 


_ to the Warwickshire County Council that he had examined 
| during the quarter 19 samples of butter, 9 of coffee, 4 mus- 


tard, 1 pepper,-7 lard, 5 vinegar, 1 sugar, and 1 chicory. 
Of the samples of butter one was adulterated, and this only 
to a slight extent, containing about ro per cent. of foreign 
fat. Of the 9 samples of coffee one was adulterated with 
chicory, containing the large proportion of 77 per cent. 
Of the 5 samples of vinegar one was adulterated with water, 


_ and contained 18 per cent. more than should be present in 


_ the lowest quality of vinegar sold. 


The absorption and elimi-— 
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LEGISLATION ON BUTTER. 


PROFESSOR JAMES Lonc, writing to “The Manchester 
Guardian” on the Agricultural Products Adulteration Bill, 
which Mr. Chaplin introduced a few days before the close 
of the last session, says : 











“From the very first it has been insisted, in season and | 


out of season, by every body of agriculturists who have 
taken the matter up, that nothing but a thorough measure 
could possibly prove of any value—a measure which is 


practically identical with the laws which have been passed 
in other countries, and which, in Denmark in particular, 
has been followed by magnificent results. The chief points 
are: (1) The prohibition of mixing butter and margarine 
for sale; (2) the prohibition of the artificial colouring of 
margarine ; (3) the inspection of margarine factories, which 
follows as a natural sequence; (4) heavier fines. Among 
minor proposals, it has been urged that inspectors should be 
appointed under the Board of Agriculture for the purpose 
of keeping the local authorities up to the mark, and of 
carrying out the law in their stead where they fail to do 
their duty. These points were practically all adcpted by 
the select Committee and the majority of the members of 
the Royal Commission. The Government are asked to 
appoint a Board of Reference, chiefly with the purpose of 
dealing with standards, inasmuch as, largely through the 
decisions of the Government chemists, the limit adopted 
by the analysts of the country has been reduced instead of 
raised, and the effect of their work very largely depreciated. 
The Bill referred to proposes to give power to the Board of 
Agriculture to enforce the existing laws where local authori- 
ties fail to do so; to prohibit the importation of adulterated 
or impoverished milk or butter unless it is entered as suck 
and marked with a name or description indicating that it hag 
been so treated. It also provides for the sampling of 
butter by the Commissioners of Custom, and makes re 
gulations for such inquiry as the Board of Agriculture 
may deem necessary for ascertaining the extent of the 
deficiency of the normal constituents of milk or butter, 
or the presence of any foreign matter in any sample of 
milk or butter where a presumption is raised (until the 
contrary is proved) that such sample is adulterated or im- 
poverished. Margarine makers and dealers are also to keep 
registers of consignments for inspection. It is true that 
some of these proposals are among those which have been 
made from time to time by the agricultural party, but they 
are the minor proposals, and can have no possible influence 
in effecting any thorough change in the existing system. 
That change depends upon the prohibition of colouring and 
mixing. The basis of the chief existing form of fraud is the 
fact that margarine is so skilfully mixed with butter that it 
cannot be detected by analysts. That unskilful mixture is 
detected everyone is aware, and doubtless more numerous 
punishments will be inflicted where local authorities gene- 
rally do their duty, whether under compulsion or not. But 
it is not so much the small and unskilled trader as the manu- 
facturer and the merchant who are to blame. Margarine is 
produced which resembles butter so perfectly that it can 
easily be sold as butter, and can as easily defeat the ana- 
lyst and the law, and it is this fact alone which has com- 
pelled foreign Governments to legislate as they have 
Gone eye Finally, I would suggest: (1) That if mixing 
and colouring are allowed, skilled mixtures will still sell for 
butter, inasmuch as chemical analysis fails altogether up to a 
point which is not absolutely defined. (2) That if mixing and 
colouring are prohibited under inspection, margarine will 
leave the factory or warehouse unmixed and in its natural 
colour, and that retailers, unskilled as they are, will be un- 
able to prepare mixtures without detection, the most perfect 
mixtures depending for the sale as butter chiefly upon the 
proportion of insoluble fatty acids in the butter used. (3) 
That colour prevents differentiation as between pure butter 
and a skilful blend of butter and margarine, and that for 
this reason it would be useless to prohibit blending or mix- 
ing unless the prohibition of colouring followed. (4) That 
to prohibit colouring and to permit mixing or blending would 
equally fail, inasmuch as margarine could be blended with 
highly-coloured butters. .... . The question of preserva- 


| tives is an open one, and has yet to be fought and won. In 


the current number of the organ of the trade in France 
the Chamber of Commerce of Rennes, the chief seat of the 
Brittany butter trade, petitions the Minister of Agriculture 
to permit the admixture of borax in butters for exportation. 
What is forbidden in France our neighbours coolly desire 
shall be permitted for export to England. The petition 
states, too, that the English importers of French butter 
admit that the addition of antiseptics preserves butter in a 
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sweet condition without any danger to the consumer. The 
display at the Dairy Show at the Royal Agricultural Hall 
has shown the London trade, at all events, that Ireland can 
supply both rolls and cases of fine mild butter equally as 
good as that produced 1 in France, and without the addition 
of these antiseptic drugs. 


THE DANGERS OF MILK. 


ANOTHER FORM OF CANNIBALISM. 


“MILK as a vehicle for the spread of disease” was the 
subject of a lecture which Dr. James C. Dunlop, Edinburgh, 
delivered on Saturday evening, under the auspices of the 
Edinburgh Health Society. | Much suffering and disease 
could be prevented if we had a constant supply of whole- 
some and pure milk. Pure milk was just as important as 
pure water. 

Milk and oysters were almost the only two “ animal ” 
foods that were swallowed and ‘eaten uncooked, with the 
consequence that much suffering, disease, and death follow. 
Zymotic or contagious diseases of all kinds were communi- 
cable from man to man by means of unboiled milk, and yet 
all this suffering and disease might be to a great extent pre- 


vented if people would only cook all their foods, liquid and 


solid, before consuming them. Milk was the great vehicle 
for the spread of contagious diseases among us. Knowing 
what we did of the diseases communicable to man by means 
of unboiled milk, he should regard the drinking of uncooked 
milk as cannibalism, just as he would regard the eating of 
raw animal flesh as a relic of barbarism and cannibalism. 
An enormous supply of milk was sent into cities from the 
cow-keepers in the counties, and over this milk there was 
little control. It was often produced under horrible and 
insanitary conditions. Many great epidemics of scarlet 
fever, typhoid fever, diphtheria, etc., and sore throats had 
been brought into the cities from the counties in milk which 
had been specifically contaminated at the source of supply, 
to say nothing of tuberculosis brought to us and our children 
from cows suffering from tuberculosis disease of the udders 
when the milk was so virulently infectious. The health 
authorities alone had power to stop such epidemics. 

The ideal way of obtaining pure milk would be to have 
a dairy farm on which none but healthy cows and other 
animals were kept. They would require to be, in the 
first instance, tested with the tuberculin test and after that 
to be constantly under the watchful eye of a skilled veterinary 
surgeon, whose duty it would be to prevent rather than to 
cure disease among such cows. In the same way all the 
human beings—men, women, and children—must be 
healthy, and should be constantly under the watchful care 
of a medical man, whose duty it would be to detect the 
first trace of infectious disease occurring in such persons, 
and then to completely isolate such individuals. The most 
careful attention to sanitary matters would be essential. 
And after all this was established on the best hygienic 














f principles, MES milk wast BA farm shota Be its active 
— direct to the customers, without passing through the hands ‘ 


of intermediary or third persons, as retail dairy-keepers. re 


The support of the general public was required in the estab- — 


lishment of such a hygienic dairy farm, and, when once that — 


was got success was assured. 


s 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Wirksworth, John Scothern, of the “Green Man 
Inn,” Wirksworth, was summoned by Captain Sandys, the — 


Inspector of foods and drugs, for selling, on the 24th 
August last, half a pint of adulterated whisky, containing: 
80 per cent. of Whisky, 25 under proof, and 20 parts added 
water; the alcoholic strength: was forty and a half, and it 
was sold to the prejudice of the purchaser. 


Defendant f , 


pleaded not guilty. —Captain H. S. Sandys, the prosecutor, — 


stated that on the day in question he went into the defen- 
dant’s Inn at West End, to inspect measures. In the bar 
he saw a small keg marked whisky, and defendant, in reply 
to him said it contained half a pint of whisky. He ordered 
that quantity, and defendant drew from the keg, but said 


he did not think there was sufficient in the barrel, so he © 
called out to his wife to bring some whisky from elsewhere. - 


Captain Sandys told defendant that he wanted the whisky 
out of the keg for his purpose, which was that of, analysis. 
So he told defendant to go and serve his customer, who 
was waiting, and he, the officer giving evidence, drew out 
enough from the keg to make half a pint measure. He 
asked the price, and paid 1s. 3d. for it. This he pro- 
ceeded to divide, as is customary, into three parts. Mrs. 
Soothern came in with something in a vessel, and said that 
what was in the keg was for master’s use. The analyst’s 
certificate showed that the sample was under proof.— 
Samuel Slack said he went into Scothern’s house the day 
in question, and he asked for whisky. He saw him draw 
with a key from the keg.—Defendant’s evidence on the 


case was to the effect that on the morning of the 24th of ~ 


August Captain Sandys wanted half a pint of whisky, and 
as he had none in he said Captain Sandys said he would 
have it out of the keg. He told him that there was nothing 
but’ water in it as “the missus” had just begun to mix it, 
and if the prosecutor had been but two minutes later he 
(the defendant) would not have been there that day on that 
charge.—The Bench decided to impose a penalty of Ios., 
and the costs, 19s. 6d., with fourteen days to pay in, and 
nothing to be recorded against the license. 

At Wakefield,-on November 25th, William C. Good- 
win, landlord of the Sharlston Hotel, Sharlston, had 
£2 os. 10d. to pay for selling gin which contained 21.4 
parts excess of water. 


THE NOTICE DODGE. 


Ar Marlborough Street, on November 24th, Thos. 
Wood, of the “Robin Hood and Little John,” Denmark 
Street, Camberwell, was summoned, at the instance of the 
Camberwell Vestry, for selling Scotch whisky not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded by 
the purchaser.—Mr. G. W. Marsden, solicitor to the Vestry, 
appeared in support of the summons, and Mr. H. I. Sydney 
defended.—It was alleged that a sample of Scotch whisky 
purchased at the defendant’s house on the roth October 
was found upon analysis to be 32.2 degrees under proof, 
being 7.2 degrees below the legal standard of 25 degrees 
under proof.—In cross-examination by Mr. Sydney, In- 
spector Karslake, who made the purchase on behalf of the 
Vestry, and Inspector Morley, who was in his company, 
denied that there was a notice exhibited in the bar to the 
effect that the spirits supplied at the establishment were 
sold as diluted.—For the defence, Mr. Sydney said he was 
instructed that the notice which was now produced in court 
had always been exhibited above the door leading from the 
bar into the bar parlour right opposite to the spot at which 
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_ the inspectors were standing when they were served.—Mrs. 
. Woods, wife of the defendant, and Mr. J. Gilbert, the defen- 
_ dant’s barman, gave evidence bearing out Mr. Sydney’s 
_ statement.—Mr. Hopkins remarked that there was a serious 
‘ _ conflict of testimony, and dismissed the summons. 






WATER IN BUTTER. 


. 7 
> _ At Chesterfield County Sessions, Robert Pender, grocer, 
_ Shirebrook, was charged by Mr. F. A. Shortt, Assistant 
_ Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, with selling 


butter adulterated with 19.5 per cent. of water, on August 


©, 30th. Mr. Middleton appeared for Mr. Shortt, and Mr. 
Slack defended.—Mr. White, county analyst, said the quan- 
Genuine butter should 
not contain more than 16 per cent. of water—Mr. Humble 


i {clerk to the magistrates) asked whether there was any 


fixed standard laid down by Somerset House? — Mr. 
Middleton said Somerset House had no right to express 
any opinion.—Mr. White said expert opinion was agreed 
that the maximum limit of water should be 16 per cent.— 
Mr. Middleton said the Somerset House people were only 





_ €ntitled to give the actual results of analysis; they were not 


competent to express any opinion.—Cross-examined: Mr. 
White said water was put into butter to work the butter- 


milk out of it; and a great quantity of such water might 


be left in—Mr. Slack said the butter in question was 


& Danish.—Mr. White said if that were so the water could 


not be accounted for on the ground of carelessness. A 
series of official investigations had recently been made by 


+ the Danish authorities, when the average quantity of water 
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present in the large quantity of butter tested was only 14 
per cent. He thought it would be necessary, in order to 
introduce more water, to work the butter over again. The 
Bench, after consultation, decided to dismiss the case.— 
Mr. Middleton asked the Bench to give their reasons for 
dismissing the case-—The Chairman said they were not 
prepared to do that; but a case would be stated for appeal 
if application were made.—No application was made. 


MARGARINE. 


_ Ar Worship Street, on November 24th, Edward Jones, 
provision dealer, of 187, Bethnal Green Road, appeared, 
before Mr. Mead, to answer. a summons, under the Food 
and Drugs Act, for selling as butter an article which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality demanded.—Mr. 
Ricketts, solicitor, prosecuted, and called witnesses to prove 
the purchase and analysis, the certificate proving that the 
article sold as 1s. “ butter” was wholly margarine, and con- 
tained not a particle of butter. The article was handed 
to the customer in a plain paper —Defendant said his in- 
‘structions had been disobeyed, but the magistrate (Mr. 
Mead) said there was no summons for that offence.—The 
defendant went into the witness-box and said the labels 
showing the stuff to be margarine were over the article, not 
on it. He had butter at 1s. a pound, but it was “ Colonial ” 
stuff, and there was no English butter to be got at that 
* price. He himself did not attend in the shop, and was out 
all day on his own business, the shop being managed by his 
wife——Asked by Mr. Mead what was his own business, he 
‘said he was a shop assistant in the provision trade, working 
for employers and having 25s. a week wages.—Mr. Ricketts : 
Are you not a vestryman of Bethnal Green? The witness : 
Yes.—Mr. Ricketts : Therefore a householder in the parish ? 
—Mr. Mead: What rent do you pay? The witness: £40. 
—Mr. Mead: And take the profits of this shop. The wit- 
ness: Yes.—Mr. Mead: What is the price of margarine? 
Witness: 4d., 6d., and tod. per Ib.—Mr. Mead: Do you 
ever sell any at 1s. per lb.? The defendant: No.—The 
defendant’s wife was called by him, and questioned by the 
magistrate. She said there was butter at 1s., and also mar- 
garine. She often sold margarine at 1s., but admitted that 
the customer on this occasion asked for “1s. butter.” She 
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also admitted that she served the margarine—Mr. Mead ef 
Why ?—The witness did not know. She supposed it was 
a mistake.—Asked whether her husband was in the shop, 
she answered “Yes,” but that he was away in the day on_ 
business. She denied that he had any other business, and 
when told that he had admitted being a shop assistant at — 
25s. a week she admitted that she knew he had a situation, — 
but not what he got.——Mr. Mead said he should convict, — 


and Mr. Ricketts proved that the defendant was convicted — 
at this Court in March last and fined 4os. and costs under 
similar circumstances.—Mr. Mead said he had no hesita- _ 


tion in saying that this was a fraud and a systematic fraud. 
He imposed the full fine of £20, and allowed 23s. costs, or — 
a month’s imprisonment. ; 4 


Ar Dublin, on November 2 3rd, James P. Coghlan, pro- j 


vision dealer, 45, Talbot Street, was summoned by the Cor- — 
poration for exposing margarine in his shop without its 
being properly labelled. 

Inspector Cloney gave evidence to the effect that he- 
asked for eightpenny butter, and was supplied with mar- 
garine. When he stated that he was a Corporation in- 
spector the assistant told him that it was only margarine, 
and asked the sample to be returned, so that good butter 
might be substituted. 
of the article, but it was not shown so as to be legible to 
the purchaser. 

Mr. Garland defended, and examined Mr. Coghlan, who 
said he left everything right when he went out, and the 
assistant’s action was entirely contrary to his instructions. 

Mr. Carton imposed a fine of £5. 

Mr. Ignatius Rice appeared for the Corporation. 

At Edgware Petty Sessions, Jeremiah Lloyd Evans, of 
High Street, Harrow, was charged with exposing margarine 
for sale without having a label attached.—Defendant | 
pleaded not guilty, saying that the label had come off the 
basket without his knowledge.—Jas. Watts, Inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, said he visited Mr. Evans’ shop 
on October 20th, and bought, among other articles, a half- 
pound of margarine, which was served from a basket which 
was not labelled “ Margarine.” The sample had been 
analysed, and pronounced to be margarine, and the defen- 
dant, when his attention was drawn to the fact that the 
basket was not marked, said that they were all labelled when 
they came from the manufacturers, and he could not under- 
stand how the label came off.—A fine of #1 and 16s. costs 
was imposed. 

At Worship Street, London, on November 29th, Morgan 
Felix, of 297, Hoxton Street, Hoxton, was summoned for 
selling as butter an article which was really margarine.— 
The sanitary officer of St. Leonard, Shoreditch, said that 
the defendant carried on business as the “ Champion Butter- — 
man,” and advertised that all his butters were “fresh 
churned and absolutely pure.” He had, said the officer, 
ruined the butter trade in Hoxton by giving heavy over- 
weight by selling margarine as butter—The defendant 
pleaded guilty to the present charge, and Mr. Corser, re- 
marking that it was a system of deliberate fraud, fined defen- 
dant the full penalty of £20 and 12s. 6d. costs. 

At New Swindon, on November 18th, Harry Smith, 
giving an address at Reading, and Alfred Lovegrove, of 
Wallingford, were charged with conspiring together to 
fraudulently obtain various sums of money. Mr. A. Vitte, 
grocer, Swindon, deposed that on November 5th Lovegrove. 
came to his shop with a basket containing a substance like 
butter, for which he asked 1s. 1d. per lb. He had seven 


_ pounds, which he offered to sell to witness for 7s. 6d. Wit- 


ness, however, declined to buy, and prisoner, who said it 
was the best butter, left the shop. Later in the day he 
returned with Smith and engaged a room which witness had 
to let. Sarah Ann Savage, grocer, Victoria Street, deposed 
to the prisoners calling at her shop on November 5th. 
Smith introduced Lovegrove as a man who wanted to sell 
some butter, and when she asked if it was good Lovegrove 
replied that it was the best. They had four pounds, and 
she bought it because “it looked nice.” Lovegrove stated 
that his mother made it, and asked 4s. for it. After the 
men had gone witness became suspicious and took some 
of it to a local grocer. On the previous Thursday Love- 
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- grove called again and offered more butter for sale. 


sold margarine for butter, and threatened to inform the 
police if the money paid was not returned. Lovegrove 
said it was a Danish mixture, and offered to return the 
‘money on the following day. Mr. George Wakefield, 


manager of the local branch of the Maypole Dairy Company, 


stated that on November 7th Lovegrove called at the shop 
and asked for three pounds of margarine. He asked that 
the substance should be made up into half-pound prints. 
He paid 4d. per pound for it, and each half-pound was 
enclosed in a printed margarine wrapper. Prisoner, seeing 
“margarine” on the wrappers, requested witness to use 


‘plain wrappers, but witness declined, pointing out that he | 


must comply with the requirements of the law. Subsequent 
purchases, amounting in all to eighteen pounds, were made. 
Twelve other witnesses deposed to having purchased the 
substance from the prisoners, and Police-Superintendent 
Robinson stated that he had sent a sample of the butter to 
Dr. Dyer, the county analyst, who certified that 1t was mar- 
garine. After being arrested Lovegrove remarked, “ There 
would be many a hundred starving to-day if it was not for 
margarine and the likes of that sort. I’ve eaten many a 
pound of it myself.” Prisoners, who reserved their defence, 
were committed for trial. 


_At North London Police Court, Joseph Harris, of 83, | 


Green Lanes, appeared to an adjourned summons, which 
alleged that he had sold to an inspector of the Stoke New- 
ington Vestry, and to the prejudice of the general public, 
an article described as butter, but which contained, as per 
the Vestry analyst’s certificate, 10 per cent. of margarine. 
The defendant, for whom Mr. Slater appeared, got two inde- 
pendent certificates (1) from the Somerset House Labora- 
tory, and (2) from the vendor of the butter, and both of 
these said that it was a genuine article. Mr. Webb, for 
the Vestry, asked Mr. Paul Taylor if he would accept the 
local analyst’s certificate. 
should take the certificate from Somerset House, and dis- 
miss the summons, and at the samé time give £3 35. 
costs. When he found a man _ deliberately  de- 
frauding the public, he visited him with a heavy penalty ; 
but when a man was doing honest business, he also must 
be protected. 


AT the Birmingham Police Court, on November 25th, 
Walter T. Baldingy margarine manufacturer, trading as the 
Elbercraige Creamery Company, Belbarn Road, was sum- 
moned for having failed to have his factory registered, and 
to have cases and packets of margarine properly marked 
as the Margarine Act required. Mr. Hiley prosecuted, 
and Mr. McCardie. (instructed by Mr. O’Connor) defended. 
—lInspector Jones watched a boy in the employ of Balding 
deliver a number of packages’ of margarine, none of which 
were labelled, to several grocers in the city——Mr. Hiley 
said defendant’s process was to mix together butter and 
foreign fat. He then made the mixture into packages, 
similar to those made up by farmers, and sold it wholesale 
to small grocers——Defendant said he had carried on the 
creamery for about a year, and had never represented that 
what he sold was “ pure butter.” Two of the packages sent 
to grocers were placed in boxes in which the margarine 
arrived, and were marked “ Margarine,” and in two other 
cases there was an oversight on the part of his servants to 
carry out this requirement.—The chairman said the Bench 
regarded the offence as the most deliberate fraud that had 
come before them. He thought the officer was to be com- 
mended for the way in which it had been pursued. Defen- 
dant would be fined £20 and costs in each of two cases of 
dealing with unlabelled margarine, and 4os. and costs for 
not registering his manufactory. The fines amounted alto- 
gether to £43 14s. 


JouN SLEATH, grocer and provision dealer, Bissell Street, 
was fined £9 and costs for having on three occasions sold 
margarine as butter. Defendant offered the following pecu- 
liar excuse: “I had run out of pure butter, so I thought I 
would sell this, as I didn’t like to send customers away.” 





She | ! 
called her husband, who accused him of having previously | for having exposed unlabelled margarine for sale, 


Mr. Paul Taylor replied that he | 
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Edward Hickson, 82, Mary Street, was fined 1s. and costs 
t 
F } aa 

_ Art the Leigh Police Court, onuN@eerber 28th, Messrs. | 
Von Straughton and Zoon, butter merchants, of Corporation | 
Street, Manchester, pleaded guilty, .hrough their solicitor, — 
Mr. Leak, to giving a false warranty with butter, aiso with 
issuing a false label. Mr. Knowles prosecuted on behalf _ 
of Mr. Parkinson, inspector of the Royal Lancashire Agri- | 
cultural Society, and it was explained that the butter was 
supplied to a retailer, named Spedding, who was before the 


Court.on November 7th, and who produced a warrahty, 


the case against him being dismissed. It was proved that 
the butter contained 19% per cent. of water and 12% per 
cent. of fats other than butter fats. Mr. Leak, for the 
defence, pointed out that the wholesale firm had frequent 
analysis made, and had not the slightest idea but that the — 
butter was what it was represented. The chairman of the 
magistrates said he did not wish to say anything unduly hard, 
but the state of matters disclosed by the prosecution showed 


_a degree of fraud which could only be met by a severe 


penalty. The Bench ordered the payment of the full 
penalty in each case—namely, 420, and also allowed a 
special advocate’s fee. The fine and costs amounted to 


LAT LIB es 


MILK, 


At Luton, Charles Holmes, High Town Road, was ~ 
charged with selling milk deficient in quality on October 
3oth.—The Clerk (Mr. G. Sell) prosecuted on behalf of 
the prosecutor.—Mr. H. W. Lathom defended, and pleaded 
not guilty—Mr. C. Wright, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, stated that he purchased the milk from the 
defendant in Hitchin Road, telling him that it was obtained 
for analytical purposes. He retained one sample himself, 
returned one to the defendant, and sent the third to the 


. public analyst, who certified that the milk contained 9 per 


cent. of added water—Mr. Lathom said the defendant had 
been in the trade with his father for about thirty years, 
and the Inspector had taken several samples from them 
and found nothing wrong.—Mr. Sell intimated that he 
might reveal a different state of things, and affirmed that 
he could bring witnesses to prove to the contrary. He was 
about to ask the Inspector whether he had not received 
serious complaints about the milk sold by the defendant, 
when Mr. Lathom objected on the ground that he was not 
entitled. to ask it—Mr. Sell: I shall certainly bring this 
up if you say that the father was such a wonderful man.— 
Mr. Lathom: I didn’t say anything of the kind.—Defendant 
was sworn, and said he had been in business for himself 
twelve or thirteen years. During that time he had given 
samples about thirty times to Mr. Wright.—Mr. Wright: 
No.—Continuing, witness said there had never been a com- 
plaint. The milk from which the sample was taken was 
all from one cow, and from the time it was milked was 
never out of defendant’s observation. Upon receiving his 
summons, witness sent his sample to Somerset House, but 
was informed that they could not analyse it without a 
magisterial order. He then sent it to an analyst, who 
found that the milk was too old to be tested. A customer 
had told witness that his milk was so good he would have 
to give him a testimonial to put on his cart, because his 
baby had done so well on it. (Laughter.) Replying to 
Mr. Sell, witness denied that anything was added to the 
milk.—Mr. Lathom complained that it was a hardship that 
defendant did not know until he came to the court that he 
was summoned for adding water to the milk, as the specific 
charge was not mentioned in the summons. He contended 
that the analyst’s certificate was not sufficient to support 
the charge, as the deficiency of fat was the stated offence. 
He admitted the milk was not rich.—Mr. J. Cumberland 
mentioned that he had one cow on his farm that gave such 
poor milk he would not allow it to be sold.—Mr. Sell: I 
respectfully suggest your cow is not this particular cow.— 
The Bench dismissed the case, the Chairman saying that 
the percentage of the deficiency of fat was a very narrow 
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one. Still, he ho 
_ defendant. 
‘‘ 


At Weymouth Police-Court lately, 





Herbert James 


Py Pearce, Chickerell, was summoned for selling adul- 
__.terated milk to Chief Inspector Stickland. On the pur- 


_ chase the milk was divided into three parts, each being 
_ sealed in a bottle in the presence of Mr. Pearce, who was 
given one of the samples, whi.e the remaining two were 
taken possession of by the police. The certificate of Dr. 
F. -Comyns Leach, the public analyst, on one of the samples 
_ taken possession of by the police, was in effect that it failed 
in the quantity of fat to the extent of 25 per cent. He had 
_ found only 2 per cent. of fat, while the minimum was AOS. 
_ —Mr. Malim, for the defence, said that a gross error must 
have been made somehow. He called Mr. L. de Keoning, an 
_ analyst, of London, who had analysed the sample retained 


by Mr. Pearce, and _ his testimony was in effect that the 


milk was very rich indeed, that it was altogether above the | 


required standard, and that no fat had ben abstracted from 
_ it whatever.—In the face of such conflicting testimony, the 
remaining sample in the possession of the police was 
ordered to be sent to Somerset House for independent 
analysis, Mr. Pearce stating that he sold the milk just as 
he received it from Mr. Barge’s farm at East Fleet-—The 
certificate from the Government Laboratory, London, was 
signed by Mr. G. Limen and Mr. C. Proctor, and the fol- 
lowing is an extract: “ Non-fatty solids, 8.86 per cent. ; fat, 
3:76. From a consideration of these results we are of 
opinion that the milk is genuine, and that no fat has been 
abstracted therefrom.”—Mr. H. A. Huxtable, who had ap- 
peared in support of the case for the prosecution, asked on 
Tuesday for the case to be withdrawn.—Mr. Bowen (magis- 
trates’ clerk), after having read the Government analysts’ 
report, said that if the quantity of fat had reached 3.76 .the 
milk was exceedingly good.—Mr. Huxtable remarked that 
several samples had been taken by the police, but only two 
cases had been proceeded with. The police desired him 
to say how pleased they were that so respectable a trades- 
man as Mr. Pearce should have been so thoroughly vindi- 
cated as he had been by the Government analysts’ report. 
—Mr. Malim, representing Mr. Pearce, asked the Bench to 
allow costs. The consequences might have been very 
serious to Mr. Pearce had he not taken the very best 
means of clearing himself of what could only be regarded 
as a most extraordinary mistake. The allegation was a 
most serious one to bring against Mr. Pearce, at a very 
critical period of the year, too, but the report from Somer- 
set House had shown that he was an honest tradesman. 
The testimony from Somerset House, too, showed that 


ee 


~ 


there was actually nearly 2 per cent. more fat in the milk | 


than the quantity set forth in the certificate on which the 
prosecution had depended for the proof of their case. 
There must have been a mistake somewhere. But it was 
‘not on Mr. Pearce’s part, and he (Mr. Malim) maintained 
that he ought not to be called upon to pay for that mistake. 
The expense that Mr. Pearce had been put to was 
#10 2s. gd., and he asked that this sum should be allowed 
him.—The Clerk: I suppose Mr. Huxtable will not oppose 
the payment of costs on behalf of the town?—Mr. Hux- 
table: Oh, no, sir. But I should like to say this, that it 

_ is through no earthly fault of the police that these pro- 
ceedings were taken.—Mr. Robens (in the chair): It seems 
that through all the police have only done their duty.— 
Mr. Thomas (who presided on the Bench when the case 
was first heard) made a statement as to the importance of 
the case, and congratulated Mr. Pearce on the satisfactory 
manner in which he had come out of the inquiry.—The 
case was then allowed to be withdrawn, and Mr. Pearce 
was allowed his full costs. 


At Bristol, Frank Didham, a dairyman, of Redfield, 
was summoned for selling adulterated milk. Mr. Wans- 
borough prosecuted, and the defendant was represented by 
Mr. Sandford.—Mr. Wansborough stated that on October 
25th Inspector Simpson visited a shop kept by Mrs. 
Pollard, at St. George, who was supplied with milk by the 
defendant. The defendant had served Mrs. Pollard out of 


ped the case would be a caution to the — 
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a large churn in his shop. The Inspector asked for a pint 
and a half of milk from the same churn. A sample was 
examined by 
to contzin 24 per cent. of added water. It was a poor 
neighbourhood, and their worships would agree with him 
that such an article of food as milk should be wholesome. 
Defendant might suggest that the farmer from whom he 
had received the milk had put in the water, but that did 
not take away the responsibility in the matter.—Mr. Simp- 
son gave evidence, and, in reply to Mr. Sandford, said he 
took a sample of milk at Mrs. Pollard’s on the day previous 
to the one from Mr. Didham’s. he analysis of the milk 
from Mrs. Pollard’s only showed 7 per cent, added water.— 
Mr. Sandford, for the defence, mentioned that his client 


had an agreement with a farmer named Robert Banwell, | 


to supply him with pure milk. Banwell, however, had 
since been committed for selling adulterated milk.—De- 
fendant gave evidence, and stated that he had carried 


on business for five years, and had never been summoned | 


before.—By Mr. Wansborough : He took about 200 gallons 
of milk a day, and privately tested the milk once a week. 
Two of bis customers had been fined with respect to milk 
suppled by him.—Sergt. Perkins, of the Gloucestershire 
Constabulary, and an inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, said he had taken a sample of milk as it was being 
supplied to the defendant, and Banwell had been convicted 
with respect to it-—The Bench considered there was care- 
lessness on the part of the defendant in not testing his milk 
more frequently. The agreement with the farmer did not 
prevent the public being defrauded. A fine of £7 10s., 
including costs, would be imposed. 


At Nottingham, on November 25th, Mary Noon, of the 
“ Boat Inn,” Shipley Gate, wus summoned for delivering 
to the Nottingham Midland Station, on October 28th, milk 
containing 7 per cent. of added water.—Mr. F. B. Harris 
(from the Town Clerk’s Office) appeared to prosecute, and 
the defendant was represented by Mr. Ormond, Ikeston.— 
William Robertson Annable, of Dunkirk, said that he had 
a contract with the defendant for a supply of milk each 
day, to be delivered to Lenton Station, and to Nottingham 
Station on Sundays. On the 23rd of October he went 
down to the station, and was informed that a sample of the 
milk had been taken by the Inspector of Nuisances.—By 
Mr. Ormond: He had tried the milk several times, and 
found it satisfactory. He had never had cause to com- 
plain of the quality of the milk, and was continuing to have 
it from the defendant.—Richard E. Birns, Inspector of 
Nuisances, deposed to obtaining a sample of the milk from 
the churn immediately after the arrival of the train. He 
forwarded a portion to the borough analyst (Mr. S. R. 
Trotman), whose report showed that the sample was adul- 
terated to the extent of 7 per cent. of added water—Mr. 
Ormond called two witnesses, one the son of the defendant, 
and the other a labourer, who denied that any water was 
added before it was left at the station.-—The defendant 
was fined ros. 


At Rotherham West Riding Police Court, on November 
28th, John Adsetts, of Mexboro, was fined ros. and costs, 
18s.;Emma Simpson, of Swinton, 20s., and costs, 18s. ; 
and Odlin Wood, of Bolton, ros., and costs, 18s., for sell- 
ing adulterated milk on October 25th. 


At Watford, Henry Pritchard, of Bushey, was sum- 
moned under the Food and Drugs Act.—The Defendant 
pleaded guilty—W. G. Rushworth, Inspector under this 
Act, said he had received complaints of the milk supply of 
Bushey. On October 31st he was taking a sample from 
another person when defendant drove quickly by. He 
afterwards met him coming. from Mr. Bamfylde’s farm 
where he had been supplied with milk direct from the cows. 
Witness asked for a pint of milk, and it was supplied. He 
then said, “I will take a pint of milk from the other can,” 
when defendant said he had no other. Witness remarked, 
“You have one you shoved under the seat in the cart.” 
This was found to be the case, and he took a pint. He 
submitted both samples for analysis. The first one was 
genuine milk, but the other proved added water 4 per cent., 


the analyst, with the result that it was proved — 
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but it was 12 per cent. Henaent in comparison - wide th | 
_ other.—Defendant pleaded guilty, and there’ being no AM 
- previous conviction, he w as fined 4, including costs. 
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re by i E. E a Des 
_ -The prosecuting witness was th e2 
aaa i on October 29th his assistant went to pan hop. i n 
Bis Ht ( : a 4 St. Albans Road to purchase half a pound of coffee, for 
Ee BOS AGE eos t. } | which eightpence was paid. — Witness received it at the 
-_ Berore the Pontypridd magistrates, on November 23rd, | door. Defendant was in the shop, and he told him he 
Griffith Thomas, milk vendor, Wood Road, Pontypridd, was | had purchased it for analysis, offering to divide it in the — 
~ summoned for selling milk adulterated with boracic acid, usual course, when defendant at once said, “ Oh, it wasn’t 
a on the 2oth ult.—Superintendent Cole said he purchased sold as coffee but as a mixture.” Witness said pure coffee 

half « pint of milk from defendant at Havod. He sent it | was asked for, and the usual aie was. paid for the same, 
~ to the Public Analyst to be analysed. ‘he certificate re- namely, 1s. 4d. per Ib. Defendant then remarked, “ It’s 
ceived stated that the milk was adulterated with boracic acid | also on a thie paper there,” pointing to the wrapper, which he © 
to the estent of 13% grains to the gallon. Last March | produced, and which stated, “This is a mixture of chicory — 
bilis were distributed largely in the division warning people | and coffee.” He told him» nothing was said about that until 
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against adulterating milk with boracic acid. after delivery and payment. The assistant was called then, | : 
_.°  Stipendiary : There is no excuse for adding boracic acid | and said he had sold it as coffee, but he thought he would _ 
Bs this time of the year. be “all right” if he put it in the label referred to. Witness 
Superintendent Cole: It is true the quantity is not very _ sent the whole portion to the Public Analyst, and the certifi- 
iy.  Jarge. | cate showed-it contained 33 per cent. of chicory. In — 
ah Defendant: I have been in the trade twenty years, and | defence, Mr. Fowler said he did not dispute the facts at all, — 


i) 


I don’t put boracic acid in this time of the year. This | but there was no intention on his part to deceive or defraud: 
case happened nearly a month ago. When the weather | the public. The inspector admitted that it was wrapped _ 
was warm I only put a thimble full to every 20 gallons. in a paper marked plainly “chicory and coffee.” They _ 

Stipendiary: My opinion is it ought to be put a stop | issued a small list, where it distinctly stated “ Coffee, 1s. 6d. . 
to. To my mind it is a very mischievous thing. There | and 1s. 8d. per lb.; coffee and chicory, rod., 1s., and 1s. 4d. ~ 
is no doubt that boracic acid is very injurious to babies. per lb.” That, together with the fact of the paper being | 

Defendant said he had been very cautious. A few | marked coffee and ‘chicory, showed there was no intention 
menths ago medical men with F.R.C.S. a‘ter their names | on his part to deceive or defraud the public. He also 
Sand X.Y.X., as far as he knew had advocated the use | wished to point out that this was not done to increase the a 
~ of boracie acid in milk. bulk, but merely to give customers what they asked for. It _ 

The case was adjourned for a week in order that the | was hardly the place to divulge trade secrets, but he had 
- County Medical Officer might express his Spee on the | documents to show that he could buy pure coffee at 8 lad., 
matter. whereas what was sold to the inspector was invoiced to him 
< at 1s. 2d. The general public did not like pure coffee, 
and the average working man could not afford to make 
SKIMMED OR SEPARATED MILK ? his coffe> with milk, and, as they knew, pure coffee made 

. _ with water was very insipid. As a matter of fact, people 

IMPORTANT TO DAIRYMEN. _ asked for -offee when they wanted coffee and chicory. 

The Chairman: Do I understand there was an oversight 
on the part of your assistant ?. 

Defendant: Yes. I give my assistants strict instruc- 
tions that they are to state distinctly to the customer that 
it is coffee and chicory, quite apart from it being on the 
paper. 

The Chairman remarked that it was not such a serious 
case as the preceding one, that of selling adulterated milk, 
| and fined defendant 30s. including costs. 
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2 At Liverpool, Alfred W. Taylor, milk dealer and con- | 
fectioner, Tunnel Road, was summoned for selling separated 
milk as skimmed milk. Mr. Cripps prosecuted for the 
police and Mr. Rudd defended. Mr. Cripps said there 
was a vast difference between separated milk and skim milk, 
and a large profit was made by selling one as the other. 
It had been recently decided by the Queen’s Bench that in 
the case of condensed milk the words “skim milk” did not 
give it a sufficient disclosure to represent what the article 

. really was. Inspector Baker proved visiting defendant’s 
shop and asking for a pennyworth of skimmed milk. The MUSTARD. 
analysis showed that the article he received was separated 
milk. At Dublin, on November 25th, Messrs. H. Williams 

Mr. Rudd, for the defence, said the article was not ex- and Co., Limited, 25, Capel Street, were summoned by the 
posed for sale; it was in the shop for purposes of confec- | Corporation for selling adulterated mustard. 
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tionery making, and the inspector was informed of this. | Mr. Rice prosecuted. 

Skimmed milk and separated milk were spoken of in the Mr. Gerald Byme defended. 

same terms until the High Court decided that they were Evidence was given by the inspector that he had asked 
not the same. for 3d. worth of mustard, but that when he said he was an 


Mr. Cripps said the trade ought to know of the decision. | inspector it was refused. 
This was the first case they had had since the decision was The manager said he wanted the inspector to have a 
made. 14lb. tin, aS was the best. 

Mr. Stewart (the stipendiary) said that under the cir- The case was adjourned for the production of the tin. 
cumstances he would allow the summons to be withdrawn on | 
payment of costs. . 











JUNGLE FOOD AND JUNGLE POISON. 


COFFEE. | THOSE who have travelled much through the damp 
R jungles of India, such as the Terai, cannot have helped 
At Watford, Henry Wm. Fowler, grocer, Watford, was noticing the large amount of fungoid growth, both terrestrial 
summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling coffee | and epiphytical, that presents itself, much of which is 
adulterated with chicory to the extent of 33 per cent. De- edible, but requires an intimate acquaintance with botany 
fendant pleaded not guilty——Mr. Rushworth said he ex- | to determine between the poisonous and uninimical. What 
pected defendant relied on Section 8 of the Act relating were not long since considered semi- “Savage races on the 
to a label to the effect that the article was sold as a mixture | North-East Frontier are the best guides the uninitiated, 
of chicory and coffee. In the present instance, although it , however, can employ to distinguish the two classes ; so close 












wes the oe ofa ‘eucan nomad are not ‘available the fungi 
_ should be submitted to the equally au fait judgment of a 
> monkey. (A thing no traveller should be without ') 
if ‘The animal must be very closely watched when sitting in 
judgment, especial notice being taken of his countenance. 
__ If the specimen is poisonous (says the “Indian Planters’ 
Gazette”), there is a decided look of disgust apparent, as 
~ the creature throws it from him, but if non-poisonous. it is 
torn into fragments, first smelt and then transferred to the 
mouth, in which case one may rest perfectly satisfied that 
it is ‘edible, even though “ jackoo” may not eat it; in no 
case will our remote connections make a mistake, nor, for 
hat matter, will an elephant either. (A spare elephant or 
two is also a handy thing to have among your luggage.) 
ee Iti is not every traveller that can tell the difference between 
even a toadstool and a mushroom, thus large quantities of 
a highly nutritious food rot in the jungle annually that might 
rm be brought within reach of the humblest in the land. 
_ Hitherto the true mushroom has been looked upon solely 
as a gastronomical delicacy, and if grown from spawn ob- 
“a from thoroughly reliable sources no mishaps need 
ibe; apprehended. But all fungoids contain a certain 
amount of protein—that is, albumen and febrine—as also 
a cconsiderable proportion of nitrogen, the latter increasing 
with the higher elevation at which they are found. Thus 
those planters who are situated in the immediate vicinity 
of heavy damp forests might find it profitable to collect 
_ fungoid as manure, as they would to a certain extent provide 
the stimulant or renovator Dr. Watt recommends, by the 
cultivation of leguminous plants between the rows. — Plan- 
;, tations situated under the southern face of Assam’s mid- 
mountain range could obtain their requirements from the 
forests within the rainbelt, the casual observer being often 
astounded at the enormous size of the epiphytical parasites 
with which the timber is garnished. Were these collected 
and mixed with well-pulverised limestone we are of opinion 
even our older plantations would regain some of their now 
_ vanishing properties, for the combination recommended 
would ensure both growth and richness of sap, which means 
greater yield and stronger development of tannin. 
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ADVICE ON THE PREVENTION OF CONSUMPTION. 


vas Atrrep Hirt, M.D., MepicaL OFFICER OF HEALTH, 
parce 


CoNSUMPTION is not inherited; but, like many other 
well-known diseases, it is caught. 

It is properly called a preventable ailment, and yet it 
is one of the most fatal diseases, causing one death in every 
ten in England. 

It is almost always caught either from a person who 
is suffering from the disease, or through infected air, milk, 
and possibly meat. 

Some children are born with a constitution which strongly 
favours their catching consumption, although it is not born 
with them. Such persons ought to be very careful to avoid 
exposure to the disease. 

. _ Intemperance, overcrowding, bad air, darkness, damp- 
ness, colds, sore throats, and many other diseases, make 
people liable to take consumption, by weakening their con- 
stitutions. 

Good health is the best protection against the disease. 

Consumption is caused by a germ, which may also cause 
disease of other parts of the body besides the chest, such as 
the bowels, especially in children, who are often attacked 

' if infected milk is used. 

All milk should, therefore, be boiled, by which the 
germs are killed. 

Every person suffering from consumption is likely to 
give the disease to other persons, chiefly by means of the 
spit, which contains the germs. 

As long as the spit is moist it will not do much harm. It 
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their beards or moustaches. ° , ‘5 


- bottle, to be carried in the pocket, can be bought for a small , 
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is very dangerous when it ‘ dried, as the dust, with its. 
germs, can get into the air breathed. © 

Consumptive persons should never spit upon the floor. 
nor into a handkerchief which has to be put into the pocket 
or under the pillow. They should take care that no spit — 
is smeared over their bed-clothes or night-dresses, or on — 
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A case of consumption may be made almost harmless 
to other people by shee the eres from drying and — 
becoming dust. $4 

¥ 
‘ 





The greatest care is necessary when indoors. A con- 
sumptive person should use a spit cup, containing a little 
water or water and carbolic acid, or should spit into a rag 
or piece of paper, which can be burned at once. ee, 

When out of doors there is not so much danger, as the 
germs are killed by sunlight and fresh air. A special spit 


sum ; failing this, a consumptive, person should spit over a 
street gully or into the horse-road—never on the footpath 
nor in a tram-car, omnibus, cab, or railway carriage. It is 
better to spit on the ground than into a handkerchief. 

If a handkerchief or any article of clothing has been 
soiled with spit, it should be kept wet till it can be boiled 
and washed. 

The contents of the spit cup or spit bottle should be 
emptied down a water-closet or drain, or on to a fire, and 
the bottle or cup should be cleaned with boiling water, with 
or without a disinfectant. 

No spoon, cup or other article which has touched the 
mouth of a consumptive person should be used by anyone 
else until it has been carefully washed. 

Food which has been left by a consumptive should not 
be beaten by a healthy person. 

No one who is consumptive ought to kiss or be kissed 
except on the cheek or forehead. 

No mother who is consumptive should suckle a baby. 

All persons who are consumptive ought to have beds 
to themselves. 

Sunlight and fresh air are the very best disinfectants ; 
they should be used very freely. 

In cleaning rooms, damp. dusters should be used, and 
wet tea-leaves or sawdust should be put down before sweep- 
ing, so that the dust will be removed without being spread 
through the air. The dusters should be boiled, ‘and the 
sawdust or tea-leaves burned. 

After the death of a consumptive person it is necessary 
that washing and disinfection should be thoroughly carried . 
out. The disinfection of the room will be done by the 
Health Department, on notice being sent to the Medical 
Officer of Health. 

N.B.—Consumption cannot be caught from the breath 
or the skin. If the above precautions are taken, there is 
no danger from living with, or being in the company of, 
persons who are suffering from it. 
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ITALIAN CULINARY ART. ' 


Tue second annual exhibition of Italian culinary art was 
opened on Saturday. The exhibition has been arranged 
by the Italian Club of Culinary Art, and was brought to- 
gether on their premises, 17, St. Martin Street, Leicester 


Square. The large number of Italian restaurants which 

now exist in London makes such a display one of much d 
interest to the increasing hosts of people who take their | 
meals elsewhere than at home. The members of the — 


Italian colony appeared fully alive to its importance, for the 
patrons included the Italian Ambassador (Baron de Renzis), 
Sir Joseph Sebag Montefiore (the Italian Consul), Cavaliere f 
Serena, President of the Italian Chamber of Commerce, 
and others. The exhibition was contained in a room on 
the lower floor of the Club, and among the many entries 
for competition for the medals and certificates offered were 
some wonderful specimens of cookery and confectionery. 
Nearly all were of an ornate character. At one end of the 
room, on a “table @’honneur,” was a “ saumon 4 Umberto 
on a stand beautifully modelled in mutton suet. 
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 taniére,” named “a la Renzis,” after the Ambassador. 


formed the ornamentation. 


Re t eee: 


‘The idea was to represent a pond, and, in fact, in a minia- 


modelling was done in mutton suet, was a “corbeille prin- 


The 
attractive dishing up of fowls seemed a great object with 


most of the chefs, and there were, therefore, “ Poulard 


except as “ medaillons a la Sir George Lewis.” 


a la Comtesse,” “Poulard a la Romano,” “ Poulard 
a la Dupari.” An elephant in wax carried a stand 
of chickens on its back, and a ham prettily decorated 
with Egyptian designs was “a la Sirdar.” Fish were served 
up in many tempting ways. Beef was not a prominent dish, 
The sweets 
were very numerous, and the arrangements in which they 
appeared of the most diverse and pretty character. The 


opening ceremony was performed by the Italian Ambasador, 


who was welcomed to the Club by Signor G. Calabrese, the 
Vice-President. In declaring the exhibition open, he re- 
ferred to the important position Italian cookery had now 


attained in this country, and caused amusement by suggest- 


ing that the chief of the kitchen was of more value as a 
diplomat than many Ambassadors. 


WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL AND CONDENSED 
MILK, 


THIS committee reported that they had had before them 
a circular letter, dated 19th August, 1898, from the Clerk 
to the Vestry to the Parish of Camberwell, London, for- 
warding the following recommendations of that Vestry upon 
the subject of the sale of condensed separated milk: (a) 
That the Government be asked at once to introduce a short 
Bill into Parliament to deal with this serious danger, re- 
quiring that persons manufacturing or importing condensed 
milk should state in plain language on the outside of each 
tin what quantity of the milk contained in the tin it would 
be necessary to use to obtain the full benefits derivable 
from a pint of new English milk; (b) that posters and bills 
be printed and circulated throughout the parish, and that 
the Registrars of Births be asked to hand to each person on 
registering a birth a handbill containing the above informa- 


_tion ; (c) that the Public Health Authorities throughout the 


United Kingdom should -be asked to support the action of 
this Vestry in the matter and take similar action. The 
committee recommended “That the County Council do 
support the action of the Vestry of the Parish of Camber- 
well in the matter of the sale of condensed separated milk, 
and that the Clerk do forward to such Vestry a copy of this 
resolution.” 
Confirmed, on the proposition of Lord Winterton. 


POISONOUS OVERCOATS. 


AN extraordinary occurrence was reported at the meeting 
of the Public Works Committee of the Birmingham City 
Council on November 24th. The men employed on 
Wednesday to clear the streets of snow were supplied with 
overcoats, which, on becoming soaked by the sleet and rain, 
apparently gave off a poisonous gas. As a result, a large 
number of the men are suffering from poisoned hands and 
arms, and have been treated at the hospital. Sir James 
Smith, chairman of the committee, stated that about 60 of 
the corporation employés have up to the present complained 
of the effects of the chemical dressings of the coats and 


overalls, but it is not at all unlikely that other cases will be | 


reported. The garments were supplied by a Birmingham 
house, and a representative of the firm attended before the 
committee and explained that the cloth was obtained from 
a mill in the North. Dr. Hill, medical officer of health, 


has analysed the cloth, and he reports that it contains | 


chloride of zinc. The garments, to the number of 300, 
have been called in, and the committee decided to return 
them to the makers, and leave that firm to obtain redress 
for itself from the mill-owners. None of the men are seri- 





lake in the lower part of the stand gold-fish disported 
themselves, while water-lilies, bulrushes, and sedge grass 
Another dish, in which the > 
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‘ing from a skin eruption abou the 
thighs, caused by the zine irritan 
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CARDIGAN COUNTY COUNCIL AND THE FOOD 
AND DRUGS ACT. " 
Dr. H. Liroyp Snape, the public analyst, reported as _ 
follows: “ During the quarter ending 30th September last, 
eleven samples were submitted to me for analysis; four of 
these consisted of milk, five of whisky, one of brandy, and 
one of gin. One of the samples of milk had been adul- 
terated by the addition of six per cent. of water, and the 
vendor of this sample was prosecuted and fined 2s. 6d. and 
costs. Water had been added to two of the other samples _ 
_ of milk, but as the extent of the adulteration was only slight 
and the cream was unusually high, no prosecutions were 
instituted in these cases. Of the seven samples of spirits 
only one was adulterated. This was three per cent. too 
weak. It was received at the end of the quarter and there 


has not yet been sufficient time to take proceedings against 
the vendor.” ¥ 



































OUR ADULTERATION LAWS. 
THE MARGARINE QUESTION. 


AT a meeting of the Staffordshire Chamber: of Agricul- 
ture, held at Stafford on Saturday, Mr. T. Carrington 
Smith, who presided, moved the following resolution : 

“That this Chamber recognises with satisfaction that 
the Agricultural Products Adulteration Bill of last season 
contained some desirable provisions in restraint of adul- 
teration, both in imported and in native products, but 
the Chamber emphatically reiterates its conviction that 
no Bill dealing with dairy products will be satisfactory, 
either to producers or consumers, which does not pro- 
hibit the colouring of margarine to imitate butter and the 
admixture of foreign fat with butter.” 


He said the annual report issued by the Local Government 
Board showed that there were many local authorities in the 
country which did not look after the food products with 
care, and that where many samples were taken there was 
little adulteration. It was proposed in the new Bill to give 
power to the Board of Agriculture to send down inspectors 
of their own to those districts where the local authority did 
not exercise their power of taking samples. In the last two 
or three years the Customs authorities, at the instigation of 
the Board of Agriculture, had taken samples at the ports of 
entry, and as a consequence there had been a great de- 
crease in adulteration. The fact remained, however, that 
there was still a regrettable amount of adulteration going 
on, and that these adulterated products were allowed to fo 
from the ports of entry all over the country. That Cham- ~. 
ber had always held that it was ridiculous to allow goods 
which were found to be adulterated to leave the ports of 
entry and go forth into the areas of the local authorities 
and to be dealt with by them. In this way great injustice 
was often done by prosecuting persons who had bought 
and sold these goods in ignorance of the fact that they 
were adulterated. France and Denmark had taken steps 
with regard to the colouring and sale of margarine which 
would have the effect of driving the margarine manufac- 
turers over to this country if we did not take preventive 
measures. It was at any rate satisfactory to know that the 
proposed Bill would be brought forward prominently at the 
commencement of next session—Mr. Edward Darlington 
| seconded the resolution ; and, in supporting it, Mr. W. Ball 
said if English farmers had fair play they could hold their 


own against any foreign competition.—The resolution was 
unanimously carried. 
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MEDICATED WINES. 


By Freperic C. Cotey, M.D., 





Physician to the Hospital for Sick Children, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, and to the Northern Counties Hospital for 
Diseases of the Chest. 

THERE are two classes of such preparations which I 
think it is not only our duty to avoid recommending, but 
against which we should warn our readers with the greatest 
earnestness, and be prepared to explain our reasons for so 
doing. 
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_ The first class to which I allude are called coca wines, 
compounds which consist of a wine of considerable alco- 


V 


holic strength (generally, I believe, claiming to be either — 
port or sherry), with the soluble parts of coca, or else a 


‘salt of cocaine dissolved therein. Coca and its chief alka- 
loid, cocaine, are drugs which possess some power of 


removing the sense of fatigue, just as analgesics remove the 
| ‘consciousness of pain. 


¢ es But they no more remove the phy- 
sical condition of muscles and nerve centres of which the 
sense of pain gives us warning than a dose of morphine 
which relieves the pain of toothache removes the offending 
tooth, or even arrests the caries in it. The truth of this 
will be obvious to anyone who remembers enough of phy- 
siology to know what fatigue really means. 
which is tired out is different chemically from the same 
muscle in its more normal condition, when it is ready to 
respond vigorously to ordinary stimuli. It has lost some- — 


the products of its own activity, and it can only be restored 
by a fresh supply of the material which it requires, and the 
carrying away of the poisonous waste products. Fatigue 
of nerve centres is no doubt strictly analogous to fatigue 
of muscles. 


to reach the absolute degree of fatigue which the phy- 
siologist produces by electric stimulation of a nerve 
muscle preparation. The sense of ‘fatigue becomes so in- 
tense that voluntary effort cannot overcome it, just as no 
man can produce asphyxia by simply holding his breath, 
because the besoin de respirer becomes irresistible ; but it 
is quite possible for a narcotic to so dull the sensory part 
of the respiratory reflex mechanism as to permit asphyxia 
to take place. 

The sense of fatigue and the besoin de respirer are both 
Nature’s danger signals. | Drugs which hide such signals 
from us are a more than doubtful benefit. If it were pos- 
sible for us to suppose that a fraction of a grain of cocaine 
could afford to exhausted nerve centres and muscles the 


‘\*nutriment which they require for their restoration, and at 


the same time eliminate the poisonous waste products, then — 
it would be reasonable to prescribe the drug for use by all 
who are over-worked, and perhaps suffering from the mal- 
nutrition consequent upon “nervous dyspepsia,” as well as 
mere want of rest. 

In this go-ahead century it is no wonder that many are 
but too’ ready to experiment with a drug which professes 
to be able to remove fatigue, and to enable a man to go on 
working when, without its aid, weariness had become unen- 
durable. Cocaine claims all this; and it is most dangerous 
just because, for a time, it seems able to keep its promise. 
That is how victims to cocainism are made. Let us be 
honest with our over-worked patients, who want us to help 
them with drugs; let us tell them that rest is the only safe 
remedy for weariness. , 

To combine such a drug as coca, or cocaine, with an 
alcoholic stimulant is to multiply the dangers of cocainism 
by those of alcoholism. It would be impossible to find 
terms sufficiently severe in which to condemn. the reckless- 
ness of those who promiscuously recommend such a com- 
pound for all who are overworked or debilitated. One firm 
actually has the assurance to advertise a preparation of this 
kind as a remedy for dipsomania. Truly this 1s casting out 
devils by Beelzebub with a vengeance. Invoking Beelze- 
bub for such a purpose has never been a success. And I 
suspect that any form of coca wine will make a great many 
more dipsomaniacs than it will cure. 

It is, in my judgment, more than doubtful whether any 
medical man is justified in prescribing coca, or cocaine, 
in the form of wine, even when he believes that the drug . 
is indicated on satisfactory grounds. Such a form is exces- 
sively likely to lead to the abuse of the drug. If the pre- 
scription has a real or apparent success, the patient 1s likely 
to recommend it promiscuously to acquaintances, with 
disastrous results only too probable. . 

There is another combination which, though | utterly 
absurd from a therapeutical point of view, is not In itself 
quite so dangerous as coca wine. It will probably do a 
larger amount of mischief, however, because more people 
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thing and is besides overcharged (poisoned, in fact) with 


It is practically impossible for us by voluntary exertion _ 
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aid digestion, port wine to make blood. Surely the very 


advertisements say—that this stuff is largely prescribed by 
- medical men—is not wholly untrue. 


- teid material. 


acting as food. Extract of meat and similar preparations 


front rank would make such a mistake. 


~ all know that extract of meat is not food at all. 


been anticipated. Extract of meat, from the manner of its 


tract, the most experienced connoisseur might well decline 


_ take it. I refer to the various preparations, so largely — 
advertised, which profess to be compounded of port wine, — 
extract of malt, and extract of meat. To the medically un-— 
educated public this doubtless seems a most promising 


combination: extract of meat for food, extract of malt to 


thing to strengthen all who are weak, and to hasten the 
restoration of convalescents. Unfortunately what the 


I do not suppose that any physician of anything like 
But busy general 
practitioners may be excused if they prove to be a bit obli- 
vious of physiology, and so become attracted by a formula 
which is more plausible than:sound. In the first place, we 
Dogs fed 
on extract of meat die rather more quickly than dogs which 
are not fed at all—which result is only what might have 


production, cannot contain an appreciable quantity of pro- 
It: consists mainly of creatin and creatinin 
and salts. These are, it is needless to say, incapable of 
have their uses, however. Made into “beef tea” their 
meaty flavour often enables patients to take a quantity of 
bread which would otherwise be refused ; or lentil flour or 
some such matter may be added. In this way, though not 
food itself, extract of meat becomes a most useful aid to 
feeding. Persons who are unable to take tea or coffee at 
supper for fear of insomnia, or cocoa for fear of biliousness, 
may find some preparations of the meat extract type very 
useful. Extract of meat is, besides, a harmless stimulant, 
especially when taken (as it always ought to be) hot. It 
should be needless to add that to combine extract of meat 
with port wine is simply to ignore its real use. The only 
intelligible basis for such an invention must be the wholly 
erroneous notion that extract of meat is a food. 

Extract of malt is useful by itself. But when I pre- 
scribe it I like to know both the quality and the quantity 
of the preparation which my patient will receive. 

As to the “ port wine,” the medical man appears to me 
strangely innocent and confiding who supposes that he has 
recommended a good investment when he has told a patient 
to buy port wine, complicated with an unknown quantity of 
beef extract and malt extract. Port wine is, at the best, a 
fluid about the composition of which it is difficult under any 
circumstances to pronounce with confidence. But when its 
flavour is confused with that of beef extract and malt ex- 


to venture so much as a guess about such a complicated 
problem. And when the difference between cost to vendor 
and cost to purchaser has to provide for a huge expense in 
advertising, and lavish free distribution of samples, and 
over all this to furnish large dividends—under these cir- 
cumstances the antecedent probability in favour of a high 
quality of genuine wine is not such as to banish scepticism. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Gainsborough, John Gregory, of the “ White Hart” 
Inn, Susworth, was fined £1 and 4s. 6d.:costs for selling 
adulterated whisky.—Superintendent LEdgley said the 


analysis showed 28 per cent. of water. The legal quantity 
allowed was 25 per cent. 


SELLING METHYLATED SPIRITS AS WHISKY. 


BEFoRE the Chorley Bench-last week, Thomas Parkin- 
son, an old man, was charged with unlawfully selling, at 
Cappull, on the 17th ult., methylated spirits prepared as 
and for a beverage.—Maria Horton, wife of William 
Horton, collier, living at Aspinall’s cottages, Coppull, said 
about eleven a.m., on Thursday, the 17th ult., the defen- 
dant came to her husband’s door and said he had a drop 
of good whisky, and asked her to have some. She said she 
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her out a drop, saying that it would do her good. She 


ling for a bottleful, and afterwards handed it to Police- 
constable Beardsworth.— Hannah Cooper, widow, of Chad- 
wick’s cottages, Coppull, said on the 17th ult. the defen- 
dant came to her house, showed her a bottle, and said “ It 
is good whisky,” and asked her to have a drop. She did 
not buy any.—Frederick Oatley, chemist, of Chorley, said 
on Monday, the 14th ult., the defendant purchased from 


the 16th he bought half a gill more from him for three-half- 
pence. He came again on the morning of the 18th. This 
proved he was doing a good business. Witness refused to 
sell him any more of the spirit. The defendant said he 
wanted it for polishing.—Police-constable Beardsworth said 
he found the defendant at his lodgings in Standish Street, 
Chorley, at half-past eight o’clock in the morning of the 
21st ult. He searched him, and found the bottle and the 
funnel produced. He pulled -out of his pocket the bottle 
produced, and said it was for colouring methylated spirits. 
On charging him he said, “It is not whisky, it is methy- 


Bench, said he had nothing to say. He was an old man. 


_—Superintendent Norris said the defendant had been fined 
“in all about #100 for this kind of thing, but had accepted. 
The last occa- 


the alternative of going to gaol every time. 
sion was in 1896, in Darwen. He had been fined £25 
in two instances. 


default three months’ imprisonment. 


SAUSAGES. 
AN EXEMPLARY FINE. 


At Southampton, Austin Treloggan, trading as Osmond 
Brothers, provision merchant, 37, East Street (and also 
at Portsmouth), was summoned by Daniel Clement Amor, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, for having in his 
possession on November 18th eight pieces of pork, which 
were unsound, unwholesome, and unfit for the food of man, 
and were adjudged by Mr. W. Bone, J.P., to be unfit for 
human food, and ordered by him to be destroyed.—Mr. G. 


ties, and Mr. Lamport defended. 

Mr. Nalder said this was the most serious case of the 
kind that had ever come before the court. The defendant 
traded under the style or firm of Osmond Brothers. He 
had a shop at 37, East Street, and also at Portsmouth, and 
was in a large way of business as a bacon factor and sausage 
manufacturer and dealer. On the morning of Friday, the 
18th November, Chief Inspector Amor, in company with 
Mr. Hennen, another Inspector of Nuisances, visited defen- 
dant’s shop. They entered the shop, and there found a 
man named Fixter, a salesman in the employ of the defen- 
dant. The inspector asked permission to inspect the pre- 
mises, and proceeded through a passage which led to a 
covered shed at the back of the shop. Here were de- 
posited some pieces of pork, a quantity of sausage meat, a 
large number of pork cuttings, and loaves of bread, which 
were used, he was told, in the making of sausages. After 
examining six pieces of pork Inspector Amor seized them, 
and left Inspector Hennen behind whilst he went to see for 
a doctor. During Inspector Amor’s absence the defendant 
Treloggan came into the shed and said the meat was all 
right. On the inspector’s return with: Dr. Harris, the 
Medical Officer of Health, the six pieces 6f pork seized were 
on the table. The doctor proceeded to examine the con- 
tents of two tubs, in which he found two pigs’ cheeks in 
brine which were stinking and decomposed, and the six 
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could not drink it. He took a bottle, produced, out of his 
pocket, and asked her to get a glass, that he might “teem” — 


brought a glass, and he poured her out as much as would 
be equal to two-pennyworth of whisky in a public-house. | 

She said she could not drink it. . i 
| was only made this morning,” and told her if she kept it © 
till Christmas it would be very good. She gave him a shil- 


He said, “It is new, it 


him a gill of methylated spirit, and paid 3d. for it. On 


lated spirits: purified.”—-The defendant, in answer to the 


They had had him once before at. 
Chorley Court. The Bench imposed a fine of £25, in 
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B. Nalder (Town Clerk) prosecuted for the sanitary authori- | 


cyl 


ae “pieces on the table were also green, stinking, and decom- 
_ posed. —_ In other tubs which the Medical Officer proceeded _ 
to examine there was a large quantity of pork, which the - 
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nounced it to be “ off.” 
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he persisted in saying that the meat was good. 
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_ defendant offered voluntarily to have destroyed, although 
After the 
_ meat was seized a Justice of the Peace was sent for, and Mr. 
_W. Bone quickly arrived and examined the meat, and 
signed a certificate to the effect that the six pieces of pork 
and the pigs’ cheeks were unsound and unfit for the food 
of man, and ordered the inspector to destroy it. Defendant 
_ asked to have the meat examined by someone, and he was 
told to send for whom he liked. He sent for Mr. Rogers, 
_a pork butcher, who was unable to come, and he then sent 


al _ for Mr. Cook, a foreman to Mr. Gough, butcher, who came 


_ and examined the six pieces of meat.. He placed a skewer 
‘in one piece, and on pulling it out and smelling it pro- 
The Town Clerk, continuing, 
_ said he could not imagine a more serious case, because he 
was instructed if the meat was made into sausages and sold 
. to the public they might have carried disease and death 
into scores of families, because the decomposition set up in 
meat would cause ptomaine poisoning, which was of the most 
insidious character, and instead of answering the present 
_charge the defendant might, if any death had been traced 
_ to the diseased meat, have been charged with manslaughter. 
_ For the eight pieces of meat the defendant was liable to a 
penalty of £160, and he thought the fine was entirely 
inadequate for the offence. He should press for the utmost 
penalty that the law would allow. 
__.Chief Inspector Amor said that on November 18th he, 
in company with Inspector Hennen, visited 37, East Street, 
the premises of the defendant. He went to a shed at the 
back of the premises, and there found a large quantity of 
meat and also loaves of bread. There were six pieces of 
pork on a table, and pieces of pickled pork in iron and 
enamelled bowls. | He examined the six pieces of meat 
_and found them “ stinking, unsound, and unfit for food.” 


Whilst there defendant came in and said, “Everything is 


all right, and the meat is good.” He went for Dr. Harris, 
the Medical Officer of Health, and left Inspector Hennen in 
charge. He returned with the doctor, and the latter ex- 
amined the meat in his presence. Acting upon in- 
structions he went and fetched Mr. W. Bone, a Justice of the 
. Peace, to examine the meat. Mr. Bone examined the six 
pieces of pork and two pickled pigs’ cheeks, and ordered 
the meat to be destroyed, and in pursuance he had the meat, 
—about 28lbs.—destroyed at the destructor. There was 
140lbs. of pickled meat in the shed, and that was subse- 
quently destroyed, by the wish of the defendant, at the de- 
structor. 
_ Inspector Hennen gave corroborative evidence. 

Dr. Harris, Borough Medical Officer of Health, spoke 
to visiting the defendant’s premises with Inspector Amor 
and examining the six pieces of pork and two tubs which 
contained pickled pigs’ cheeks, and found them putrid, 
The danger of using putrefied meat in sausages would be to 
produce acute diarrhcea and poisoning. 

Mr. W. Bone, J.P., spoke to giving a certificate for the 
meat to be destroyed, as it was unsound and unfit for the 
food of man. 

Mr. Lamport addressed the Bench on points of law, 
saying that he had no case to answer. There was no proof 
of Mr, Amor’s appointment under the Public Health Act ; 
further there was no such offence under the Public Health 
Act as that alleged against his client; and there was not. 
one tittle of proof that these premises belonged to the defen- 
dant. The Town Clerk, in his opening, said the defendant 
traded under Osmond Brothers, and he submitted there was 
no proof to show that the defendant was a member of the 
firm. 

The Town Clerk said the inspectors swore that they 
were inspectors under the Act, and that the defendant, being 
the occupier of the premises, was liable. 

‘Mr. G. F. Bassett said he should advise the Bench that 
‘the offence was clearly set out in the information. 

- After a slight consultation the Bench decided that the 
points raised by Mr. Lamport had failed, 
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Mr. Lamport asked the Bench not to be 
the remarks of the Town Clerk. Mr. Treloggan’s in- 
structions to his employees had been most strict—that any 
thing that was found to be suspicious should not be allowed 
to remain on the premises. Every two or three days he 


personally skewered and tested every joint of meat upon his _ 
i With regard to the pigs’ cheeks found on the ~ 
premises, one of the defendant’s employees, before taking 
out the brains, put the cheeks into brine, and that was likely — 
These six pieces of meat practi- — 
pieces—it was a 


premises. 


to turn the meat putrid. 
cally were only one piece cut into six 
-_griskin—weighing about 3lbs. each. 


The defendant was then sworn, and said he had no~ 
knowledge that there was any unsound meat on his premises. _ 


He had given instructions to his employees to see that the 
meat was pure, and, as a matter of fact, he had discharged 
the man who had the care of this meat. The weather 
sometimes caused the meat to “turn.”—Cross-examined, 


witness said that, assuming the meat was good, it would’ 


have been made into sausages. 
mitted unsound meat to be used. 
but wanted wiping. 


He would not have per- 
The meat was sweet, 


The Bench at this juncture retired, and on their return, a 
after an absence of about ten minutes, the Mayor said the 


majority of the Bench were in favour of inflicting a fine, 
and by that he had escaped imprisonment. 

_ The Town Clerk: Then I shall prove a previous convic- 
tion. 

The Mayor intimated that they knew there had been a 
previous conviction. He would have to pay the full penalty 
of £20 for each piece, making in all £160, and the costs, 
ros. 6d., or in default three months’ imprisonment. 

Mr. Lamport gave notice of appeal, and it was agreed 
that a week should be allowed to pay the fine, so that ‘a 
written notice of appeal might be given. 
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BAD RABBITS. 


AT South-West London, Messrs. Pickard Brothers, pro- 
vision dealers, carrying on business in North Street, Wands- 


worth and elsewhere, were summoned for exposing for sale 


rabbits unfit for the food of man.—Mr. W. W. Young pro- 
secuted on behalf of the Wandsworth District Board of 
Works, their Inspector having seized the rabbits and 
brought them to the court for the magistrate’s sanction to 
condemn them.—Mr. Francis, who on that occasion exa- 
mined the rabbits with evident reluctance, thinking that 
their condition should be proved in evidence rather than 
that it should be necessary for him to leave the bench in 
order to make a personal inspection, inquired with a smile 
whether the rabbits were the identical ones which he had 
to smell.—Mr. Young answered in the affirmative, but the 
necessity for calling witnesses was avoided by Mr. George 
Bell, who, for the defendant, stated that the facts could 
not be disputed. The fault, however, 
manager who controlled the Wandsworth business.—Mr. 
Francis recollected the condition in which he found the 
rabbits, for, in answer to Mr. Bell, he remarked that no 
one could be on the premises without smelling them:— 
Mr. Young explained that one of the rabbits was bought 


by a poor woman, who, discovering it to be bad, returned — 


to the shop and demanded the return of her money. Fail- 
ing to obtain her money, she took the rabbit to the Board’s 
Inspector. This officer visited the premises of the defen- 
dants, and found three rabbits in the shop, and eight in 
the cellar, all bad.—Mr. Francis said the defendants could 
not be allowed to excuse themselves by saying that some- 
one else was responsible. He imposed a penalty of £10, 
with costs. 


MARGARINE, 


At Wigan, Patrick Gallagher, shopkeeper, of 100, Chapel 
Lane, was summoned for selling adulterated butter—The 
Town Clerk (Mr. J. J. Charnock) prosecuted, and Mr. T. R. 
Taylor defended.—The Town Clerk stated that on Mon- 
day, the 7th ult., Mr. J. Sumner, the Chief Sanitary In- 
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again, and she pointed out to him the person who had 
served her. 


analyst, for analysis, and his certificate showed that the past 


bore out the Town Clerk’s statement—Mr. Taylor said 
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weeks, and on the day in question he was in Manchester, 
and he left his shop in charge of an assistant. 
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_ word margarine printed on it, and asked that it should be 
» wrapped in plain paper. The offence was committed by 

_ defendant’s. assistant, and during his absence.—Defendant 
was also summoned for selling margarine without the requi- 

~ site label—-Mr. Sumner stated that the substance in ques- 
tion was sold without the label on.—Defendant was fined 
ros. and costs in the first case, and 5s. and costs in the 
second, the Mayor remarking that the magistrates wished 
him to say that the penalty they had inflicted was not a 
criterion for him to go by if he were brought before the 
court again. He must thoroughly understand that the 
Bench was determined to stop persons selling margarine for 
butter. 


At Dublin, on November 30th, Catherine McDonnell, » 


_ gi, Upper Rathmines, was summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Adulteration Act, for having margarine exposed for 
sale made up as butter, and without the margarine label.— 
The Inspector (Mr. Good) said he purchased a pound of 
butter from the assistant in the shop, Nicholas Curran, for 

' 8d. He had one-third part of it analysed by Sir Charles 

‘Cameron, and the result was that Sir Charles certified that 
it was not pure butter, but was made up of almost entirely 
of fats foreign to butter. It was made up as butter—To 
Mr. McCune (who defended): He often had got samples 
of butter previously in-the shop, and had always found it 


good. The husband of the defendant had recently died.— . 


Mr. McCune said that his instructions were that the label 
was inadvertently mislaid.—Mr. Carton said it was a remark- 
able thing that the same thing appeared to occur in all 
these margarine cases. The locomotive power of these 
margarine labels was something extraordinary. (Laughter.) 
A fine of £2 was imposed. 


BUTTER. 


At Greenwich, on December 1st, Jenkin, Thomas, of 
180, Lower Road, Rotherhithe was fined 4os., and two 
guineas’ costs, for selling butter with 85 per cent. 
of other fat, and Frank Edwards, of 85, Trafalgar Road, 
Greenwich, for selling butter admixed with 75 per cent. of 
other fat, was fined £5, and 24s. costs. 

At Bradford, on December 1st, Thomas Taylor, grocer, 
of Tong, was fined ros. and costs, or ten days’ imprison- 
ment, for selling adulterated butter. 

At Lambeth, on November zoth, the Butter Associa- 
tion, who were represented by Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, sum- 
moned three traders for selling butter which had been 
adulterated by the admixture of fats other than butter fat.— 
In the first case, William Jones, of Old Kent Road, who 
had been previously fined for a similar offence, was now 
ordered to pay a penalty of £20 and £3 3s. costs.—In 
the second case, the defendant, Ebenezer Stephen Gilbert, 
of High Street, Peckham, was represented by Mr. W. H. 
Armstrong, solicitor, who ascribed the blame to one of the 
shop assistants, and pointed out that the defendant had car- 
ried on business for many years without complaint.—Mr. 
Denman fined the defendant £3 3s. and 33s. 6d. costs.— 
The third defendant was Thomas Evans, of Lambeth Walk, 
who was represented by Mr. Bilton, solicitor—In this case 
the defendant was fined £3 and 33s. 6d. costs. 


: k spector, sent a woman in defendant’s shop for half a pound 
of butter. On her coming out he took her in the shop | 


He then told him that the substance was for 
analysis, and divided it in three parts in accordance with the 
- Act. He submitted one part to Mr. Orsman, the borough 


contained fats foreign to butter, and not more than 20 per 
~ cent. of pure butter—Mr. J. Sumner and Mr W. J. Orsman 


- that defendant had only been in business for about three 
Before going | 


he examined the counter, and saw that all was right. Many — 
women objected to carrying margarine in paper with the — 


chester, were summoned under Section 27 of the Food and 
Drugs Act for having given a false warranty in respect of 
butter sold. The proceedings were instigated’ at the in- 
stance of Inspector Parkinson, the representative of the 


Royal Lancashire Agricultural Society, in conjunction with 


the Lancashire County Council, and arose out of a case 


which was heard at the same court‘on November 8th, when 


John E. Barlow, grocer and provision dealer, of Leigh Road, 
Boothstown, was summoned for having sold adulterated 
butter. In the present case Mr. W. L. Hockin appeared 
to prosecute, and Mr. F. O. S, Leak represented the defen- 
dants. Mr. Edward Stannard, of the firm of Messrs. 


‘Robinson and Stannard, Eastcheap Buildings, London, 


solicitor to the Danish Government, was also present on be- 
half of the Government. ‘ ; : 
Mr. Hockin, in opening the case, said the defendants 


were summoned under the Food and Drugs Act, Section 27, — 


for having given a false warranty. The prosecutor, for 
whom he appeared, was Mr. Parkinson, who was the in- 
spector employed by the Royal Lancashire Agricultural 
Society, in conjunction with the Lancashire County Council. 
He had laid the information against the defendants, who 
were a limited company having their registered offices at 
20, New Station Street, Leeds, and having a branch at 52a, 
Corporation Street, Manchester. Under the section of 
the Act under which they were summoned, they were made 
liable to a penalty not exceeding £20, that was if they gave 
a false warranty in writing to any purchaser, etc. The 
Bench would recollect that in some prior proceedings against 
a Mr. Barlow, a retailer, it was proved in evidence, and it 
would be again proved that day, that he visited the defen- 
dants’ branch in Corporation Street, Manchester, on 27th 
September last, and there purchased a considerable quantity 


of butter from the defendant company to the amount of: 
He asked that the butter should be pure, and he. 


4275: 
was assured that this was so. He ordered the butter to 
be delivered at his shop at Boothstown, and this was accord- 
ingly done, a warranty being sent by post. The Bench 
would also recollect that on the 4th of October the inspector 
visited Mr. Barlow’s shop, and there purchased some butter 
from a dish on the counter. For this he paid 11d, He 
then conformed with the provisions of the Act, and divided 
the sample into three parts, one of which he forwarded to 
the County Analyst, who certified that it contained 17 per 
cent. of water and upwards of to per cent. of foreign fats 
other than butter. Upon that Mr. Barlow was summoned, 
and appeared before that court, but, as the court was now 
aware, he held a warranty. Mr. Barlow was put to—he 
would not say degradation—but great inconvenience to come 
before the court on a charge of having sold adulterated 
butter, but he satisfied the Bench and produced his warranty, 
with the result that the wholesalers were the defendants in 
the case before the court that day. He had received an 
intimation from Mr. Leak that he proposed to take a certain 
course, and he had authorised him (the speaker) to say that 
he pleaded guilty to the charge. The county authorities 
attached a considerable amount of importance to that prose- 
cution, because for some time they had been aware that 
considerable quantities of so-called “ pure Danish butter ” 
had been sold to innocent respectable shopkeepers, whereas 
the substance had never been within the borders of the 
country of Denmark. This had come to their knowledge, 
and so they were doing their utmost to bring to light what 
he might term a deliberate fraud. The Danish authorities 
were co-operating heartily in the matter, for they said, and 
everyone would agree with them, that it was a hard thing 
on them, that although they were doing their best to send 
into this country butter that was of the purest kind, some 
was being put on the market as Danish which had never 
been near the country. The Consul from Denmark in 
London was doing his utmost in the matter, and he had 
sent his legal representative, Mr. Stannard, to watch the 
case, and assist the court in the matter in every possible 


_ FALSE BUTTER WARRANTY, 
_ Ar the Manchester County Police Court ‘last week, _ 
Messrs. Von Straughton and Zoon, Limited, butter im- — 
porters, Trevelyan Buildings, Corporation Street, Man- — 
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‘He did not know what Mr. Leak was going to say, 
_as far as he was concerned, together with the County 
4 neil and the Danish authorities, they regretted the im- 
- mediate plea of “guilty,” because it had deprived them of 
an opportunity of having anyone put into the box. One 
would have liked to have heard. some explanation of the 
limited company, and also how it had come about some 
_ commodity, which they believed never came from Denmark, 
had upon the lid of the cask the words, “ Choicest Danish 
__. Produce: warranted pure.” © His friend could not say that 
_ the cask had been used accidentally, because on the lid was 
__ also actually printed the initials of the firm. He believed 
* it was one of the Georges who never could understand 
how the apple got into the dumpling, and they wanted like- 
___ wise to know how that commodity got into the cask upon 
the lid of which was printed, “ Choicest Danish Produce.” 
_. But he supposed they would have to make the best of the 
' materials before them, and he would ask the Bench to sup- 
_ port their united efforts, and thus endeavour to put their 
_ foot down upon what they looked upon as a very grave 
_ breach of the adulteration laws of the country. Mr. Par- 
_ kinson had not thought it right to try and impose one 
_ penalty on the top of another, but that had been done in a 
_ case the previous day. They were in that case simply 
~ charging the defendants under one sub-section of the Act, 
and that was for giving a false warranty, yet they might 
have laid a duplicate charge. He then called evidence. 
__ John Edward Barlow, grocer and provision dealer, of 
Boothstown, said that on September 27th he purchased a 
_ large quantity of butter from the defendant company. He 
asked if the butter was pure, and the defendants said it 
was. 

Mr. Hockin: Did you ask for a warranty ? 
Mr. Barlow: Yes, and one was delivered to me through 
the post. 
Mr. Leak: Have you bought from the defendants. for 
some time? Lar 

_. _-Mr. Barlow: That is so. 
“Mr. Leak: And have you ever had to complain before? 
__. Mr. Barlow: No. 
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Mr. Leak: Did they give you this warranty willingly? 
Mr. Barlow: Yes, they did. 
Mr. Leak: And since these proceedings commenced 


nave they tried to shirk their responsibility ? 

Mr. Barlow: Not in the least. 

Mr. Anderton, an assistant in the service of Mr. Barlow, 
was next called. He said he recollected the arrival of the 
butter at the shop, and the sample he sold to Mr. Parkinson 
was from the tub, the lid of which was produced in court, 

“bearing the words above referred to.—Replying to Mr. 
Leak, witness said he believed Mr. Barlow had not been 
summoned previously. 

Inspector Parkinson also gave evidence. He said he 
called at Barlow’s shop on October 4th, and there purchased 
ene pound of butter for 11d. He informed the previous 
witness he had purchased it for the purpose of analysis, and 
then he made the usual declaration, forwarding one sample 
to Dr. Campbell Brown, the county analyst, who certified 
that the sample contained 17 per cent. water and upwards 
of 10 per cent. of foreign fat. Replying further to Mr. 
Hockin, witness said he had had a large experience, and his 
opinion was that the substance was not Danish produce at 
en 

Mr. Leak: But there was not a large amount of foreign 
fat in the butter. I suppose you come across cases where 

the adulteration is 40 to 50 per cent. ? 

Mr. Parkinson: Sometimes that is so. 

Mr. Leak then addressed the Bench on behalf of the 
defendant company. He only intended to say a few words. 


They could not deny the facts; first, that they 
gave the warranty to Barlow, and _ they — gave 
it most willingly; and, secondly, they could not 


dispute or in any way deny the certificate of the County 
Analyst. The defendants had had a portion of the “ but- 
ter” analysed, and their analyst confirmed the opinion of 
the County Analyst. Therefore they could not take up 
any position except that of pleading guilty. His clients 
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have been in the same position as Mr. Barlow. 
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said they had no idea that the “ butter” was impure. They 
had had analyses made of different consignments of the 

substances, and thése had alway 
further, during the time the firm had been dealing with Bar- 
low, a number of samples had been taken, but nothing had — 
been heard of them, and therefore they had to conclude that 
they were pure. In the present case, the firm’s invoice, 
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they found, did not constitute a warranty, or they would a 


therefore, could do nothing else than plead guilty, and he 


did not know why the prosecution seemed to make so much 
He would like the Bench to remember what the 


of that. 


The firm, | 


witness Barlow said, that he had no difficulty in getting the — : 4 


warranty. They gave it willingly, and he believed that 
showed that they did not know that it was impure. Then 


they had to bear in mind that Mr. Barlow had been buying — : 
the butter for a considerable time, and he had not been __ 


previously summoned under the Act for selling adulterated 
butter, nor had he had any complaints respecting it. 


where the adulteration would have been apparent to the 
dealer, and that was the reason he asked Mr. Parkinson if 
he did not often find the adulteration much heavier. With 


these remarks he would leave himself in the hands of the — 


Bench, yet he would ask them to deal with him leniently. 
Of course, they could go against the producers of the butter, 
but they would have to go on the other side of the water, 
and that would be a great expense. 

The Chairman: But it has been suggested that it does 

not come from the other side of the water. 
_ Mr. Leak: Well, I am instructed that it does. 
friend has said something about knowing the members of 
the limited company, but a shilling search at Somerset 
House would satisfy him. 

Mr. Stannard then said he had no locus standi in the 
case, and therefore he dared not to take up the time of the 
court, yet he desired to say that he was instructed by the 
Danish Government to represent them in that prosecution, 
and to state that no time, pains, or money were spared on 
their behalf to protect bona fide traders in Danish products, 
and to bring to speedy justice any who offend. The Eng- 
lish Board of Agriculture, acting through the Custom House, 
had taken at the ports of arrival nearly 200 samples at odd 
times during the last two years of Danish produce for pur- 
poses of analysis, and they had found none adulterated. 
The law and system of inspection in Denmark was such that 
adulteration of exported butters was practically impossible. 
He trusted that those serious words of warning would prove 
a deterrent to any who were dishonestly disposed, and a sup- 
port to the honest dealer. 

The learned Stipendiary, in giving the decision of the 
Bench, said: The justices who sit along with me cannot 
but notice that as a rule only the small shopkeepers are 
brought here who have bought from a wholesaler, and 
who are—in ninety-nine cases out of the hundred—perfectly 
innocent of any fraud or any adulteration of the article they 
are selling. Very few get a warranty in writing, and so 
most of them have to suffer for that which is not their own 
fault, but the fault of those who supply them. We cannot 
look over the fact that the wholesale dealer supplies this in 
very large quantities indeed. Thousands of pounds of 
butter leave his hands, and if this is only adulterated to the 
extent of 10 per cent. with fat, one sees what a great advan- 
tage—what a very large profit—it is when it is extended over 
such a large quantity. 
mind of my colleagues, is without a redeeming feature. In 
the face of the fact that there was a warranty given in writ- 
ing, and the stamp “ Danish butter” upon the cask lid, it 
is a very grave question to my mind whether this is Danish 
butter at all, and it seems hard upon the country which 
has been the pioneer in bringing pure butter to this country, 
and also in dairy matters, to have a slur cast upon it. We 
think there is no redeeming feature in the case, and the Act 
intended that where there was no redeeming feature the 
penalty should be the full penalty. Therefore, we must 
give the full penalty 4,20, and allow £10 tos. for costs. 


That! \am 
was not one of those cases of glaring fraud; not one of 
those cases where the adulteration was 40 or 50° per cent., - 
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MILK. 
At Eastbourne, William Read, trading as Read Bros., | 
-Pagdean Bethy Willingdon, was summoned at the instance 


. Ollett, sanitary inspector, for selling, on 
November 4th, ‘milk which was adulterated with 15 per 


cent. of added water—The Town Clerk (Mr. Fovargue). 


appeared to prosecute, and defendant pleaded guilty— 


Mr. Ollett proved the purchase of the milk, and produced 


the certificate of analysis.—In reply to defendant, Mr. Ollett 


admitted that nine previous samples had been taken of his' 
milk, and they had always been genuine.—Defendant ex- 
pressed regret that he should have to appear before them, 
but pointed out that he paid a good price for the milk, and. 
Being short of milk he had’ 
been compelled to buy various quantities from small traders. 
Had he known it was adulterated he would 
Mayhewe' 


it ought to have been all right. 


in the country. 
never have brought. it into Eastbourne.—Mr. 
observed that the maximum penalty was £20. It was a 
serious offence, and the defendant would have to pay £1 
and costs, 13s. 6d. 


At Treherbert, John Thomas, Treherbert, was sum- 
moned at Ystrad on Monday for selling milk containing six 
parts of added water and .o13 of boracic acid.—Defendant 
stated that he had sold the milk as he had received it from 
Somerset.—Fined £2, including costs. 


At Portsmouth, James Cotten, of 18, St. James’s Street, 


-Portsea, milkman, was summoned for selling milk, on the’ 
3oth ult., from which 70 per cent. of cream had been. 
abstracted and 23 per cent. of water added.—Mr. G. Hall. 


King prosecuted, and Mr. B. Kent appeared for the 
defence.—George James Gregory, Inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, gave evidence in support of the: 
charge, and stated that the boy in the: street who served 


him gave him a pint for a penny, afterwards saying that it 
was skim milk.—Harry Cotten, brother of the defendant, ' 
said that he was calling out “Skim milk, a penny a pint”! 
He got his milk at Nicholson’s, in Lake 
Road, and was not working for his brother, as he told the’ 
Inspector.—This statement was corroborated by the defen- 


on his round. 


dant.—Constable Brown, summoning officer, said that the 
defendant had a wife and four children to support, and was 
in a very small way of business.—Defendant was fined 2os., 


- including costs. 


THE BOTTOM OF THE PAN. 


FRANCIS THOMAS BLACKMAN, of 34, Northbrook Street, . 
Landport, was summoned for selling milk from which 12.5 — 


per cent. of cream had been abstracted.—Defendant said 
that, his wife being ill, the milk was served by a little girl, 
who neglected to mix the cream properly by stirring the 
contents of the pan.—A fine of*15s. was inflicted. 


At Liverpool, on November 30th, John Sayer, living in 
Allen Street, was summoned for selling milk which had 


been deprived of part of its cream as new milk.—The de-. 


fendant, against whom there was a previous conviction, was 
fined 4os. and costs: Robert Haygarth, Franklin Place, 
was fined zos. and costs for selling as skim milk that to 
which upwards of five parts of water had been added to 
every 100 parts of the poorest milk. Ann Ravenscroft, 
Margaret Street, was fined 20s. and costs for selling as new 
milk that which had been deprived of over one-third of its 
cream. 








At Grimsby, on December rst, James Jeffrays, of Short 
Street, milk dealer, was summoned for selling adulterated 
milk.—Mr. H. F. Moody, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, said that he obtained a sample of his milk, and 
told defendant that it was for the public analyst. The 
analyst found that the milk contained 8.71 of water. 
Defendant stated that he was selling it just as he bought it 
from the farmers.—Fined 1s. and 12s. costs 


At Tunbridge Wells, on November 28th, Robert James 
Bennett, a Tunbridge Wells dairyman, was summoned under 
the Food and Drugs Act for selling milk adulterated with 
water——The Corporation prosecuted through Mr. Cave, 





be oval sanitary, inspector. —Mr. Daish ne behalf of Mr. 
_| Cripps, the Town Clerk) conducted the prosecution, — and 


Mr. Cheale appeared for the defendant, who is a well- 
known Tunbridge Wells dairyman—James Cave, in- 


spector under the Food and Drugs Act, as one of the Cor-— 


poration officials, deposed to having purchased a sample of 
milk from defendant for analysis, and said the sample of | 





milk had been submitted to Dr. Stephenson, the public | 


analyst, and he had, after examination, reported that’ the 


sample of milk analysed showed adulteration to the amount — 


of 10 per cent. of water—Mr. Cheale, on behalf of’ the 


% 


defendant, urged technical objections, on the ground that — 


no water had been added at the shop. The milk’ was” 
supplied by contract, and the dryness of the late summer 


season might have catised poorness of milk, which certainly — 


the defendant—a most respectable local "tradesman—had 
not watered.—Defendant said-he received the supplies of 


milk from a farm near Frant direct to the shop in Camden ~ 


Road, Tunbridge Wells. He (defendant) ‘had the milk 
well under his own observations at the shop, and certainly 


no water was added to his knowledge.—At considerable _ 


length Mr. Daish, on behalf of,the prosecution, cross-ques- 


tioned defendant on the methods adopted at the shop on > 
the sale of the articles, and defendant urged that the milk 


of which the inspector had taken a sample was sold exactly 
as sent in from the farm at Frant.—Mrs. Bennett, wife of 
the defendant, said no water- was put into the milk at the 
shop, and the milk was sold as pure new milk and not 

“skimmed” milk. The two milks were always kept separ- 
ate for sale-—The Bench dismissed the case. 


At Saffron Walden, on Novercber 26th, Herbert Hous- 
den, 43, milk seller, of Saffron Walden, was summoned for. 
selling skimmed milk, which had been adulterated with 36 
per cent. of water, at Saffron Walden, on October 26th. ~ 

Defendant pleaded not guilty. 

Sergt. Howlett, inspector of Weights ane Measures, 
said about five minutes to eight on October 26th he stopped 
the defendant in East Street, opposite the Police Station, 
and said to him, “ What kind of milk have you got this 
morning ? ” 
Witness purchased a pint of new milk and then asked defen- 
dant how he sold his skimmed milk, and defendant replied, 
“ 714d. a quart.” 
upon defendant said, “ I would rather not, as I shall not have 
enough to go round.” Witness told defendant that he could 
not take that as any excuse. Defendant then supplied him 
with a pint and a-half, and charged a 1d. for it. | Witness 
told him it was his intention to have it analysed by the 
public analyst, and he divided the sample into three parts 
for that purpose. He labelled the bottles “Skimmed milk 
No. 2.” One of the sample bottles he handed back to the 
defendant, and one sample he took to the public analyst. 


Defendant replied, “ Both new and skimmed.” — 


Witness asked for a pint and a half, where- 


? ES 


He had since received from the public analyst the certificate ~ 


(produced) showing that the skimmed milk contained 36 
per cent. of added water. 

Questioned by the defendant Sergt. Fawielé said the 
defendant did say that he had to buy a lot of the milk he 
sold. The sample of new milk taken from defendant 
proved to be good rich milk. 

Defendant said his boy purchased the milk that morn- 
ing and he took it out as he bought it. He had sold milk 
for 30 years and he had never known the authorities to take 
skimmed milk for analyses before. 

George Housden, defendant’s son, said he purchased a 
gallon and a half of skimmed milk about 7 o’clock that 
morning of a lad named Elsden, near to the Training 
College, and paid 6d: for it. He took the milk home to 
his father, who then took it into the town. 

Defendant was fined £1 and 8s. 6d. costs. 


At Hull, on November 29th, Florence Youlden, 32, 
Division Road, now living in Rosamond Street, was sum- 
moned by Mr. Scurah, milk inspector, who had taken a sam- 
ple of milk from her, and found it adulterated with 25 per 
cent. of added water. a Tie defence-was that the milk was 
sold as it had been bought from the dairyman.—His Wor- 
ship remarked that in these cases a similar defence was put 
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forth nine aS out of ten. - At the same time the public 
must be protected, and he could not order a less fine than 
508. and costs. 


_ELes WALMSLEY, cow-keeper, Stoneferry, was fined 20s. 


FOOD AND 


said costs for selling milk adulterated with 5 per cent. of — 


“ added water. 


ie se was in any way impure. 


af ANALYSTS DIFFER. 

Ar Stockton last week Thomas Bell was summoned 
under the Food and Drugs Adulteration Act, the specific 
: - charge being that he had added 11 per cent. of water to 
_ milk sold by him on November 7th. Additional interest 


The defendant said he had no idea that the | 


was lent to the case by the fact that this was the second 


time within a few weeks that the defendant had been 
_ Sie summoned. 

Mr. T. W. Malkin appeared to prosecute for the Cor- 
-~-poration, and Mr. C. J. Archer appeared for the defence. 

Mr. W. F. K. Stock, analyst for the county, the first 
_ witness for the prosecution, said the sample of milk sub- 
mitted to him showed 11 per cent. of added water.. 

Mr. Archer, for the defence, pointed out that Mr. Stock 
in his analysis had absolutely eliminated from all considera- 
- tion whatever the fact that they had that large preponder- 
ance of the nutritious part of the milk, namely, the fatty 
solids. They had 7.52 of non-fatty solids and 4.84 of 

fatty solids, which gave them a total solids of 12.36, which 
_ was .36 more than the standard adopted by the witnesses 
__ who were called before the House of Commons Committee 
on food and drugs adulteration between 1894-6. Though 
deficient in non-fatty solids, by its richness in fat Mr. Bell’s 
milk was an exceptional and out of the average sample of 
milk, and he had proved its genuineness by having had a 
sample taken only on the Wednesday previous and analysed, 
and it had showed a very similar condition of things, the 
non-fatty solids being 7.46 and the fatty solids 3.58. 
Mr. A. C. Wilson, analyst, Stockton, said he had had 


considerable experience in the analysis of milk, and having. 


heard the figures quoted by Mr. Stock he did not consider 
that they indicated that there had been adulteration. His 
reason, for disagreeing with Mr. Stock’s opinion was simply 
that it was based entirely upon the percentage of non-fatty 
solids, and gave no credit whatever to the abnormally high 
percentage’ of fat, which was the most valuable constituent 
of the milk. 

After some discussion the Bench adjourned the case for 
a fortnight in order that a sample might be taken from that 
afternoon’s milking of defendant’s cows, representatives of 
both parties to be present, and analysed separately by 
Mr. Stock for the Corporation and Mr. Wilson for the 
defendant. 

_ Two other cases were also heard. Wm. Jackson, keep- 
ing a small shop, was charged with adulteration to the ex- 
tent of 21 per cent. of added water. He stated that the 
milk was bought from Mr. Bell, who admitted the fact, and 
the Bench, in inflicting a fine of 21s., including costs, re- 
marked that “it would be better if the defendant got a 
guarantee in future with his milk. The other case was 
one in which R. Jamieson, farmer, was proceeded against 
for 10 per cent. of added water. It appeared he was 
absent from home on the day the sample was taken, and he 
called his sister and a girl to prove that the milk was never 
tampered with. The Bench were not in agreement upon 
their decision, and the case was dismissed. 





ADULTERATED MUSTARD. 

At Dublin, on November 30, H. Williams and Co., Capel 
Street, were summoned at the suit of the Corporation for 
selling as mustard adulterated mustard. The case had been 
fully heard on a previous occasion, but had been adjourned 
for the attendance of one of the assistants——Mr. Ignatius 
Rice prosecuted for the Corporation; Mr. Gerald “By me 
defended.—The evidence now given was to the effect that 
there were two classes of mustard kept; one contained in 
sealed tins, which was a mixture of choice condiments and 
mustard for use in hotels, and the other pure mustard. All 
the mustard that was kept loose was pure mustard. In 


SANITATION. 
taking down some mustard to supply one of the drawers 


from which the mustard | was sold to customers, the assistant 
by mistake took one of the sealed tins containing the mix- 


ture, owing to the similarity between the two classes of tins, - 


and it was the mixed mustard which he emptied into the 
drawer which was sold to the Corporation Inspector.—Mr. 


Carton said a mistake of the assistant was no answer to the - 


summons.—Mr. Byrne said he did not offer this evidence 


as an answer to the summons, but merely with a view toa 


mitigation of the penalty, the maximum being £25.—Mr. 


Carton said it showed how dangerous the similarity of the — 


labels was when it deceived even an experienced assistant. 


He thought the justice of the case would be met by the — 


imposing of a fine of £1. 


FOOD AND DISEASE. 
By Dr. Sturrock, DUNFERMLINE. 


EvERYONE knows that food is necessary for the mainten- 
ance of life, that some foods have a higher nutritive value 
than others, and that some, even most of the food stuffs 
may, when they have undergone fermentation or other 
similar chemical change, become poisonous, and even 


deadly ; but all do not recognise that certain articles which ° 


rightly we value highly as foods, frequently contain a sub- 
stance which is most deleterious to the system, and which 
probably accounts for tens of thousands of deaths ‘annually 
throughout the world. The public has for long implicitly 
trusted the producer and the supplier of its food ; but within 
comparatively recent years the Government has awakened 
to the fact that it owes a duty to the public, and, both 
directly and indirectly, through sanitary authorities, it has 
attempted to fulfil that duty by endeavouring to prevent the 
adulteration of food, and supervising those who supply us 
with what may be generally included under the term “ rural 
produce.” But there are many who think that the Govern- 
ment standard is not high enough, and that more stringent 
measures should be employed to ensure the supply of food 
which might in every way be above reproach. _ But, pro- 
bably, not for many years will such a standard of excellence 
be set up by the Government; and, besides, most right- 
minded people prefer to do a thing voluntarily than be com- 
pelled to do it by Act of Parliament. 

Consequently, it follows that much improvement in the 
production and the supply of our food will be made if the 
public, including the producers and suppliers of food, rea- 
lise that the present system is far from ideal, that disease 
and death are—no doubt, unwittingly—conveyed to our 
bodies daily through our food. If, as I say, the public 
once realise this, and act up to their conviction—that is, 
of accepting the good and rejecting the bad; the food, as 
supplied, will rapidly improve in quality, and far excel the 
standard laid down by Government. 

At a recent public meeting held in Edinburgh, a well- 
known professor stated that if milk were boiled it would 
reduce the numbers of his surgical operations one-half. 
Why? The answer is contained in a statement made by 
Dr. R. Thorne Thorne that probably 50 per cent. of the 
milch cows of Great Britain are tubercular, which means 
that at least 50 out of every hundred milch cows will 
die of some form of consumption, and most of the owners of 
milch cows will admit that this is, probably, a low estimate. 
It also means that the milk of those tubercular cows is un- 
healthy, and, in the state in which we usually use it, unfit 
for human food ; and it also means that in very many cases 
the disease will be communicated to us. 

It is exceedingly questionable if many families in Great 
Britain could prove that they were absolutely free from 
any tubercular taint, and the majority who possess that taint 
must ask themselves the question in which of three ways 
they havé become infected : 
being handed down from generation to generation; (2) by 
infection from tubercular individuals ; (3) by infection from 
tubercular food. 

I.—INFECTION BY HEREDITY. 


It is a very well-known fact that those whose parents 
have suffered or died from tubercular disease run a great 


(1) By heredity, the disease 
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In those cases the 
disease has been acquired before birth, and may either 


- prove fatal in childhood, or in the early years of life, or, 


in a small proportion of cases, be thrown off by careful 
feeding and adopting other means which will be mentioned 
The obvious remedy for hereditary infection is that 


take in marrying and producing children who run the risk 
of becoming tubercular. This is a serious aspect of the 
question, but which must be faced by brave and conscien- 
tious men and women. ' 
2.—INFECTION FROM TUBERCULAR INDIVIDUALS. 
How often does it happen that when one member of an 


| apparently healthy family develops phthisis or consumption 


—that is, tubercular disease of the lungs—other members 
become infected, and fall victims to this prevalent malady? 
The reason of this in very many cases is that sufficiently 
stringent precautions are not taken with the spit of the 
This is a most important point, and one 
The bacillus 
or germ which produces tubercular disease does not cer- 


_ tainly propagate itself:so rapidly as do the bacilli of certain 


other diseases, such as cholera and the plague, but it is a 
germ which is not readily destroyed. In a dried state, as it 


_ may be found on wall-paper, woodwork, carpets, and articles 


of clothing, it may exist quiescent for months or even years, 
but as virulent as ever, only waiting for some favourable 
opportunity to be inhaled into the lungs or to attach itself 
to some wounded surface or sore on the body, to, as it were, 
renew its youth and commence its ravages again. _It, there- 
fore, behoves us to entirely discountenance that habit of 
indiscriminate spitting which characterises some people, 
and in the case of those confined to bed or the house with 
a cough to advocate the immediate destruction of the spit 
by fire or some strong antiseptic. . 


3-—INFECTION FROM ‘TUBERCULAR Foon. 

The statistics furnished by the Registrar-General go to 
prove that tubercular disease, as it affects the lungs, is on 
the decrease, but as it affects the alimentary canal—chiefly 
the bowels—is on the increase. The cause of this is two- 
fold. Firstly, the condition of houses as regards air space 
for each individual has been markedly and rapidly im- 
proved within recent years, the ventilation of mines, fac- 
tories, workshops, and other public works has been more 
carefully attended to; recreation parks have been provided 
in cities; and athletics generally, which is tantamount to 
exercise in the open air—cycling, golf, football, tennis, and 
the like, have rightly become almost a necessity in one’s 
life. And secondly, the improvement in the production 
and supply of food has not nearly kept pace with the im- 
provements in hygiene. Cows, oxen, and pigs are, of all 
animals, those most liable to tubercular disease; we drink 
the milk of the first, and eat the flesh of the latter, and are 
we not entitled to demand that those animals should be 
absolutely free from disease? Of what avail are our 
attempts to secure health by exercise in the open air, if, 
when we return home, we are to eat tubercle and drink 
tubercle? The dairyman, unfortunately, labours under a 
disadvantage, as compared with the butcher, for his product 
is not boiled before used as food, and thereby deprived to 
a large extent of its disease-producing element, if tubercu- 
losis is present; and again, by a more or less efficient 
method of inspection, diseased carcases are rejected and 
destroyed as being unfit for human food. It is more than 
likely that a considerable proportion of our butcher meat is 
obtained from animals which are not altogether free from 


_ tuberculosis ; but owing to the facts that the meat is boiled, 


roasted, or stewed before it is eaten, and that adults are not 
so susceptible to tubercular infection of the bowels as 
children, it is probable that meat, even though not abso- 
lutely healthy, is not a frequent cause of producing tuber- 
cular disease in human beings. 

Reform is, therefore, most urgently required in the im- 
provement of our daily supplies. | Until a comparatively 
recent time it was impossible to state with any degree of 
certainty that a cow was suffering from tubercular disease ; 
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and, as has been stated above, at least 50 per cent. of milch i 





cows are at the present time suffering from tubercular — 
disease, and their poisonous milk is being drunk by thou- 
sands of children throughout the land. But, fortunately, © 


Professor Koch, a distinguished German scientist, has dis- 
covered a substance known as Tuberculin, which, if injected 
into an animal, will, within a few hours demonstrate with 
marvellous uniformity whether or not that animal is tuber- 
cular. It is obvious that when the public realises the 
danger it runs in drinking the milk of tubercular cows, and 
demands that its milk shall be derived from cows which do 
not react to this test, a huge economic problem will have 
to be solved. Mr. T. H. Elliott, secretary of the Board of - 
Agriculture, in his evidence given to the Royal Commission 


_ on Tuberculosis (the report of which should be studied by 


everyone interested in this subject), stated: “If only one- 
half value were paid, and if only 20 per cent. of the cows 
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of the country were to react, an estimate which is probably — 


much below the mark, the loss of stock-owners in the value 
of their stock alone would be, in Great Britain, nearly 
£,4,000,000, taking the average at £15 per head..... 
In Ireland the corresponding figure, arrived at on the same 
basis of calculation, is something over £2,000,000.” These 
figures do not include the cost of testing the animals, which 
works out at about 2s. per head. As Mr. Elliott says, 20 
per cent. is probably much below the mark; but even the 
immediate slaughter of even that 20 per cent. would have 
a widespread and possibly disastrous effect upon the cattle 
trade of the country. At the same time, no one will deny 


that if a dairy farmer in this or any other district can guar-— 


antee to his customers that he possesses only those cows 
which have not reacted to the tuberculin test, and that this 
test will from time to time be made upon all the cows ‘in 
his dairy, including those which have previously been tested, 
the milk of such a dairy farmer will be taken by the con- 
sumer, and all other milk rejected. It can readily be 
imagined that many dairy farmers could not stand the 
financial shock of having a large proportion of their stock 
slaughtered, and it may with reason be asked, can any means 
be adopted which will prevent cows becoming tubercular, 
and even cure those cows affected with tuberculosis? The 
answer undoubtedly is, “Yes.” The treatment of con- 
sumption in man has, within recent years, undergone a won- 
derful change. It may be a surprise to many to know that 
consumption is as much a scourge in hot and dry climates, 
such as Egypt and Turkey-in-Asia, as it is in our own 
climate—showing that mere climatic conditions have not 
everything to do with the prevention and cure of tubercu- 
losis. |The principle which underlies the modern treatment 
of consumption is fresh air, not only by day but by night— 
fresh air and sunshine during the day, .and fresh air by 
means of well-ventilated bedrooms by night. And if this 
principle were carried out in dairies as well as in homes, 
the mortality from tubercular disease, not only among cattle 
but in man, would steadily decrease. At the present time, 
a large proportion of the cows throughout the country are 
tied up in their byres in November, and never get into the 
fresh air, even once, for five months. During those weary, 
sunless months the temperature of the byre is maintained 
in many cases by the heat of the animals’ bodies, and by 
keeping windows and doors closed as much as possible ; 
and as for scientific ventilation it is usually conspicuous by 
its absence. “1,000 cubic feet of air is a fair average to 
allow for each man, and the air to be kept sweet must be 
renewed three times per hour,” so states one of the best 
authorities. The cubic space per cow in the Dunfermline 
district is 685 cubic feet, and during the night practically no 
fresh air enters the byre. Can we wonder that cows do 
not: retain their health? In view of these facts are we not 
entitled to demand : : 

1. That the milk supplied to us is obtained from cows 
which have passed the tuberculin test ; and in order to com- 
pensate dairy proprietors for the destruction of tubercular 
animals shall we not be willing to pay more for such milk ? 

2. That byres have a much larger amount of sunlight 
by means of windows than they have at present? 

3. That cows are “ exercised ” during the day in the open 
air, and at night have ample ventilation ? 
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DISEASED MEAT INSPECTION. 


Dr. A. E. Harris, the Medical Officer of Health, Isling- 
ton, has added another to the many meritorious works 
initiated by him for the benefit of Londoners. _ His efforts 
to enforce School Board sanitation led to the discovery of 
a state of things disgraceful to the School Board authorities, 
their ignorance and indifference being found to spread dis- 
ease broadcast. A few years ago Holborn earned the 
opprobrium of all who knew the dangers of the diseased 





meat trade, but the authorities grappled the scandal, and the 
result has more than justified every protest against the sys- 
tem which existed five years ago. Dr. Harris, Islington 
Medical Officer of Health, recognised, as Holborn did, that 
for meat inspection a thoroughly expert man, having a 


special knowledge akin to that possessed by Mr. Billings, 


of Holborn, was required at Islington, and, although some 
opposition was offered to his recommendation, it was decided 
by, 49 votes to 20 to appoint a sanitary inspector, whose 
chief duties shall be the inspection of meat, and that the 
salary of the inspector appointed be £180 per annum, rising 
by annual increments of £10 to £220 per annum. 

We congratulate Islington on its decision, which, from 
an economical and a health point of view, has all in its 
favour. The action of the London Butchers’ Trade Society 
prove this. On December 6th the Rotherhithe Vestry re- 
ceived a deputation from the London Butchers’ Trade 
Society in opposition to the proposal of the London County 
Council to establish public abattoirs. 

Mr. Streeton introduced the deputation. 

_Mr. F. Redman, the well-known butcher, of Borough 
High Street, acted as spokesman, and said the Council 
proposed to abolish 400 or more private slaughterhouses, 
and establish six abattoirs in various parts of London. The 
cost of this scheme would be equal to a penny rate, and 
when it was carried out, it would only affect about 5 per 
cent. of London’s meat supply, of which 95 per cent. passed 
through the Corporation markets. He submitted that 
abattoirs did not pay, and that they tended to create meat 
“rings.” The better course for the Council to take would 
be to appoint 40 inspectors at a salary of 4.150 per annum, 
and he asked the Vestry to pass a resolution against the 
Council’s proposal. 

On the motion of Mr. Stuart, seconded by the Rev. 
Canon Beck, the question was referred to committee. 

From the point of view of economy, it would, therefore, 
appear that the Islington Vestry’s decision is a wise one. 


GROCERS AND THE BORACIC QUESTION. 


Tue Rhondda Valley Association states that when it 
learnt that one of its members was summoned for the use 
of boracic acid in ham, it resolved at any cost to assert the 
rights of the trade, and not to permit its liberties to be cur- 
tailed without a struggle for their maintenance. _ All that is 
necessary for us to state is that the County Council was 
hopelessly beaten, and that in this district there has been 
no recurrence of the grievance under which the trade 
laboured. We still hold that it is an outrage upon common 
sense that this question of boric acid should be left by 
Government to the discretion, which too often lapses into 
indiscretion, of separate public bodies in the form of County 
Councils. There is no parallel case of insensate policy 
within the recollection of your executive. Each Council 
appears to have its own regulative power throughout the 
country, and while one Council may prohibit the use of 
the article—boric acid—another Council may view its appli- 
cation with approval; and again, where County Councils 
believe that there should be a fixed limit in the quantity 
used, one Council may fix upon one decimal as the maximum 
whilst another may take another figure. This is of itself 
a parody upon the essential principles of right legislation. 
Meanwhile the London authorities give no justiciary or 
public directions, and carefully shirk tackling the question 
at issue. The magisterial authorities at the time of hearing 
our case were without any guidance from the central Govern- 
ment offices as to whether boric acid should be limited, and 
-f so to what extent it was permissible. We see that the 
Federation are now taking up the whole question, and with- 
out diverging into a discussion of the proposals which have 
been submitted at the General Purposes Committee we can 
only say that we confidently anticipate that the Federation 
will not allow matters to lapse, but that it will, assisted by 
the local associations in the country, push forward a settle- 
ment of this vexed issue without any unnecessary delay. 
The question is a very important one, and should be care- 





nf 





_ practically to pay its own costs. 


‘scot free. 


‘selling beer diluted with water.—On September Ee three 





a 





ee REE Ere a : 
Vee ha, Ma ‘ * > wear ’ - a) c _ 
. + uteeNT * ‘ ore “ae - Ee ; > a 2 nS 
- bs. 1 ay tae =) ae Pd is ‘Tas ihe ay oy 7 <a ey y : : : = oN 
‘as eo : ey < a m 4 Ag ‘ ee R ty af 3 a pa? fe 
1998 FOOD AND SANITATION. December 17, 1898. 


__ fully watched in connection with the proposed amendment 


of the Food and Drugs Act. There is only one other point 
in this connection which we wish to emphasise. As your 
Association knows, after the heavy battle we had with the 
County Council, and the defeat of thé Council, and after 


_ the distinct intimation from the stipendiary that the case for 


the prosecution utterly failed, the defence had nevertheless 
t ‘This is an anomaly which 
requires rectification. _ Where a County Council take in- 
judicious steps, and put traders to heavy expense without 


_ any justification, in fact or in law, it is surely not unreason- 


able to expect that in such matters—as in other civil cases 


‘—the losing party should be mulcted in the expense in- 


curred by the defence. It is unreasonable and unwarrant- 
able that the County Council should be able (say) to sum- 
mon a dozen grocers for a dozen alleged offences, and that 
the defendants in each case should have to pay heavy sums 
in successfully proving that they were right and the County 
Council wrong, whilst the latter (in this respect) escapes 
The Pontypridd Association has already ex- 
pressed itself on this subject, and with our heavy 
and painful experience here we also commend the matter 
to the careful consideration of the Federation authorities. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Sevenoaks, Alfred B. King, landlord of the Rose and 
Crown, Otford, was summoned for selling adulterated whisky 
and brandy. Mr. Terry, solicitor, stated that his client 
admitted the analyst’s figures, and was sorry that the offence 
had occurred, but the weakness of the spirits had been 
caused through evaporation, and the defendant very much 
regretted the occurrence. Since the analyst’s report had 
been ascertained, the defendant had had the spirit casks 
emptied and refilled with whisky and brandy of proper 
strength. Supt. Holman informed the Bench that he had 


no wish to press the case, as this was the defendant’s first 


offence, and a fine of 20s. and the costs was imposed. 


BEER. 


Epwarp GuostT, of 123, Bridge Street, Mile End, was 
summoned at the Thames Court, on December 6th, for 


samples were taken from defendant’s cellar; and one was 
found to be diluted to the extent of 21% gallons of water to 
the barrel of 36 gallons——Mr. Mead fined defendant £10. 


GOLDEN SYRUP. 


AT Lambeth, on December 8th, William Edward Beard- 
sell, of Jamaica Road, Bermondsey, was summoned by Chief 
Inspector Thomas, of Bermondsey Vestry, for selling adul- 
terated golden syrup.—Mr. Bodmer, public analyst, said 
the sample contained very little cane sugar, whereas proper 
golden syrup should consist of cane sugar alone. It was 
not, however, unwholesome, but was deficient in sweetening 
power, and of a cheaper kind.—Mr. Slade imposed a fine 
of £2 and ras. 6d. costs. 


MEAT. 


At Lambeth, on December gth, William A. Hale, of 
Walworth Road, was summoned by the Newington Vestry 
for exposing for sale one rabbit, and depositing for the pur- 
pose of sale three other rabbits and two fowls, which were 
unwholesome and unfit for food—A young woman named 
Edith Robertson ‘stated that on the 22nd November she 
purchased a rabbit at the defendant’s shop and paid 614d. 
per lb. for it. She took the rabbit home, and found it 
smelt badly. She went back to the shop, and asked that 
the rabbit might be changed, but the assistant refused to 
change it because it had been placed in water. She then 
took it to the Vestry Hall.—Mr. Alfred Long, chief sanitary 


and searched the premises. 








shop he found three rabbits in a very bad condition. The 
shopman handed him two fowls, which he also seized as 
being unfit for food.—For the defence it was denied that 


the rabbits and fowls seized by Mr. Long were exposed or | 


intended for sale, but there was no dispute as to the rabbit 
sold to the witness Robertson. The defendant’s manager, 
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inspector to the Newington Vestry, stated that after the last _ 
witness had complained he went to the defendant’s shop 
In a store at the back of the’ 


however, said he would not have sold it had he known it 


was bad.—Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant to pay a — 


penalty of £5 and ros. costs. 


At Clerkenwell, on December 6th,’ Thomas Harris, 


butcher and cattle dealer, of Thornbury, near Holsworthy, 
Deyonshire, was summoned by Sanitary Inspector Billing, 
of the Holborn Board of Works, for depositing for sale 
at Messrs. Corne Brothers, Cowcross Street, two sides of 
beef which were diseased and unfit for the food of man. 
Mr. Ricketts prosecuted. From the evidence of the prose- 
cution it appeared that Inspector Billing received a telegram 
from the local inspector, which caused him to visit Corne’s 


shop early on the morning of November 8th to await the 


arrived of a consignment of meat from the defendant. It 
proved to be two sides of a young cow, the flesh of which 
was soft, wet, and of a light magenta colour. It smelt offen- 
sively, and was devoid of fat, being much emaciated. The 
kidneys and other organs had been removed, evidently with 
a view to hiding the precise nature of the disease from 
which the animal had certainly suffered. That the flesh 


ever. 
meat was unfit for food, and though he did not consider it 
his duty to seize the meat when in transit as it was then, he 
wired to Inspector Billing. The defendant wrote to Messrs. 
Corne expressing the hope that the meat was not too much 
“gone” and that they would do the best with it “to avoid 
a loss” for him. Mr. Bros said the defendant chose to 
run the risk, and he would find it costly. He would be 
fined 4,50, or go to prison for three months. 


SUGAR. 


At Dorking Petty Sessions, Frederick Dixon, Wotton, 
was summoned for an offence under the Food and Drugs 
Act, on 1oth November.—Cecil Eveleigh said on the roth 


instructions. 
rara sugar, and she weighed him up a pound. 
2d. for it and gave the sugar to Mr. Kyle.—Talbot Kyle, 
inspector under the Act, said he divided the sugar into three 
parts. 
prietor was out. The public analyst reported that the 
sample contained a trace of foreign dye, 1.4 per cent. of 
moisture, and 98.6 per cent. of sugar crystals. The sample 
was one of dyed sugar crystals and not the article known as 
genuine Demarara sugar.—Mrs. Voller said that 214d. was 
the price of Demarara sugar, but only 2d. was tendered. She 
had no Demarara sugar in the shop, and the people always 
called the sugar she sold Demarara.—Fined 5s. 


DECEIVING A TYLDESLEY GROCER. 


AT Leigh, on December 12th, H. Watson, secretary to 
Messrs. Van Straughton and Zoon, butter merchants, Man- 
chester, was fined £20 and costs for giving a false label 
to butter supplied by him to Mr. Barlow, grocer, Tyldesley. 
The butter contained 19% per cent. of water and Io per 
cent. of fat. Mr. Leak contended that the defendant had 
already been fined both at Manchester and Leigh for the 
same butter, but not for the false label. 


BUTTER. 


At, Wigan Police Court, on December 8th, Ed. Martin, 
trading as St. John’s Dairy Company, Scholes, was sum- 


was much diseased the medical officer had no doubt what- | 
The local inspector warned the defendant that the . 


November he went into defendant’s shop by Mr. Kyle’s— 
He asked Mrs. Voller for a pound of Dema-_ 
He paid 


The vendor said she was in charge whilst the pro- 
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- moned for selling adulterated butter and also with not com- 


_ plying with the law relating to the sale of margarine.—Mr. 


_ Charnock, who prosecuted, pointed out that the case had 
been previously before the court, another trader having 
been summoned, the defendant being reluctant to disclose 
_ ownership or give information as to who was the responsible 
person until he came to court as a witness, when he pro- 
duced his agreement of purchase with the other defendant. 
—Mr. Pesman, analyst, stated that the samples submitted 
by Inspector Simmer, who proved the case, contained over 
20 per cent. of fats foreign to butter—Mr. Fairhurst, for 
_ the defence, submitted that the samples served were handed 
__ by a youth, and it was a case of error of judgment, with no 
fraudulent intention. — The magistrates considered the 
cases proved, and imposed a fine of £10 for adulteration 
and 1 ine of £5 for the offence against the Margarine Act. 


AT Glasgow, on December 8th, Sheriff Boyd disposed 


of the foliowing cases under the Food and Drugs Act:— | 


Henry M’Guire, general dealer, 109, King Street, Tradeston, 
pleaded not guilty of having, on 11th October, exposed 
_ margarine for sale whereto the label prescribed by statute 
was not attached. Two inspectors deponed that a hand- 
done label having the word “ margarine” in quarter-inch 
letters on it was attached to a kit of packages of margarine 
out of which they were served, whereas the Act required 
that the label should be printed with one and a half inch 
letters. The packages themselves were wrapped in the 
_ statutory wrapping. The inspectors had asked specially 
to be served out of the kit in question. Mr. Shaw, who 
appeared for the respondent, raised the legal point as to the 
- right of Mr. Peter Fyfe, public analyst, at whose instance 
the complaint was brought, to sue in the case. He held 
that Mr. Fyfe must prove his title. A long discussion took 
place on the question between Mr. Lindsay, who appeared 
for the prosecution, and Mr. Shaw, at the close of which his 
lordship repelled the objection. The Sheriff imposed a 
penalty of £15, and warned the respondent that if he 
appeared again on such a charge he might have to face the 
ultimate penalty of £50. M’Guire had been previously 
~ convicted. Alexander Brownlie, 331, Garscube Road, 
pleaded not guilty to a charge of selling 1% lb. of margarine 
as butter to a sanitary inspector on the 12th October. After 
evidence, the charge was found proved. His lordship said 
that as this margarine was sold for butter in a poor part of 
the city, it was all the greater reason to make a severe ex- 
ample. The fine would be ro. His lordship remarked 
that he had been struck by a remark made by accused him- 
self to the effect that the public were in the habit of calling 
margarine butter. That might result from two causes 
—either that the people did not care which article 
they received, or that they had no proper notice as to which 
was butter and which was margarine. The shopman had 
been selling at r1d. per Ib. a highly adulterated article. 





THE MARGARINE AS BUTTER SWINDLE. 


At Southwark, on December 13th, David Williams, 165, 
New Kent Road, was summoned for selling as butter that 
which contained 95 per cent. of margarine.—Mr. Ricketts 
prosecuted in this and the suceeding cases on behalf of 
the Butter Association.—Williams pleaded Guilty, and said 
a young woman who acted as assistant made a mistake. 
His goods had been sampled 20 times before, but this 
was the first complaint——Inspector Ward, of the Butter 
Association, said it was a very large shop.—Mr. Paul Taylor 
imposed a fine of £17 and £3 35. costs. Joseph C. 
Parnell, St. James’s Road, Bermondsey, was summoned for 
selling as butter that which contained 75 per cent. of mar- 
garine.—The defendant said it was supplied by an assistant 
who knew nothing about the business——Mr. Paul Taylor 
said the stuff ought to have been labelled——The Defend- 
ant: It was all a mistake-—Mr. Paul Taylor: Frankly, I 
do not know whether you are speaking the truth or not. I 
cannot accept such a statement, because it would be: ob- 
viously impossible to convict anyone. I cannot under- 
stand a sensible man laying himself open to a mistake by 





| AND SANITATION. ‘ 


allowing the margarine to be in the shop unlabelled.—The © 





defendant was fined £7, and £3 33s. costs. ‘Thomas 
Kissane, Jamaica Road, Bermondsey, was summoned for 


selling as butter that which contained 65 per cent. of mar- 


garine.-—The defendant pleaded Not Guilty, and said the 
label had slipped to the bottom of the block, with the result 
that a mistake had been made.—He was fined £5 and 
£2 28. costs. 
Road, was summoned for selling as butter that which was 





John Morgan, of 19, Bermondsey New. 





wholly margarine.—Mr. Paul Taylor: Are you guilty or — 2 


not?—The Defendant: Rather Guilty—Mr. Paul Taylor 
said that these offences were more serious than was gene- 
rally considered.—Inspector Ward said the value of the 
margarine was 4d. per lb., and it was sold to him at the 
rate of 1s. per lb., so there was 200 per cent. profit—Mr. 
Paul Taylor imposed a fine of £10, and £2 2s. costs. 
Thomas Tavner, 269, Tooley Street, was summoned 
for selling as butter that which contained 75 per cent. of 
margarine, and selling the same in an unstamped wrapper. 
—The defendant pleaded Guilty, and said he was ill in 
bed at the time, and a mistake had been made.—He was 
fined £5, and .41' 3s. costs. Thomas Posgat, 38, 
Parker’s Row, Bermondsey, was also summoned for a like 
offence, 85 being the percentage of margarine——This de- 
fendant also pleaded a mistake, and was fined £7, and 
Al Is. costs. Rowland Slywarch, 204, Jamaica Road, 
Bermondsey, was summoned for selling margarine as butter. 
—The Defendant: It was a mistake of my little girl—In- 
spector Ward said it was a large shop, and there had been 
previous complaints.—A fine of £17, and £3 3s. costs 
was imposed. John Edwards, 31, Bermondsey New 
Road, was summoned for selling margarine as butter and 
selling it in an unstamped wrapper.—Inspector Ward said 
the label was so placed that no one could see it unless it 
was pointed out to them.—Mr. Paul Taylor said the posi- 
tion of the label showed a fraudulent intention, and he 
fined the defendant £20 and £2 2. costs. Richard 
Eccles, Old Kent Road, was also summoned for a like 
offence, the percentage being 70 per cent., and he was 
fined £17 and £3 3s. costs——Margaret Ellen Morgan, 
163, Grange Road, Bermondsey, was summoned for selling 
as butter that which contained 95 per cent. of margarine.— 
Inspector Ward said someone in the shop, when he made 
his appearance, sent a woman to the neighbouring shop- 
keepers to warn them that he was about.—Mr. Paul Taylor: 
That shows the vast amount of dishonesty which goes on 
in that neighbourhood.—-The defendant was fined £7 and 
£1 Is. costs. 


At Chesterfield (County), Rebecca Hartshorn was 
charged with selling to William Marples, at Grassmoor, as 
butter, margarine which contained at least 70 per cent. of 
fat foreign to butter—Captain Sandys prosecuted, and 
Mr. F. A. Walker defended.—Captain Sandys said Marples 
asked for half a pound of butter, for which he paid 6%d. 
Mr. Shortt then divided it into the customary three parts, 
and sent it to be analysed.—William Marples and Mr. 
Shortt gave evidence, and Mr. F. A. Walker, for the de- 
fence, pleaded Guilty to a technical offence ; but 
pleaded extenuating circumstances. On the 6th Oc- 
tober defendant, he said, ordered butter from Mr. W. 
H. Sims, a provision dealer, of Brampton. She gave an 
order for Danish butter. As a matter of fact, up to five 
years ago she dealt in margarine as well as butter, but 
from that time she had sold nothing but butter. She 
gave an order for butter, and received what she supposed 
was Danish butter. He would call Mr. Sims, who would 
tell them that the order was for butter, and he thought 
Danish butter had been supplied. Both the margarine 
and the Danish butter were kept in casks of a similar 
appearance, and he must have supplied the defendant with 
margarine by mistake——Mary E. Collis, daughter of de- 
fendant, and William Henry Sims bore out Mr. Walker’s 
statement, the latter observing that during the last five or 
six years he had not received an order from defendant 
for anything but butter. He admitted that the mistake 
was either his or his assistant’s—By Mr. Walker: The 
butter was turned out from the casks on to a slab in the 
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cellar, and it would be easy for his assistant to make a 


mistake.—Captain Sandys said he thought it would be un- 
just to press the case against defendant after the evidence. 


_—Mr. Walker said Sims had come and done what was only 


proper, offered that whatever penalty and costs were in- 
flicted he would pay the same. He suggested the case be 


withdrawn on payment of costs.—The Bench agreed to this - 


course, which was adopted. 


At Birmingham, on December 9th, Edward Meglaugh- 
lin, provision dealer, Farm Street, was summoned for in- 
fringing the Margarine Act by selling margarine without 
wrapping it up in paper bearing the word margarine. The 
woman who made the purchase at the defendant’s shop 
asked for half a pound of butter—The Bench said they 
were determined to put a stop to these cases, if possible, 
and defendant would have to pay #5 and costs, or go to 
gaol for a month. . 


BEForE the Hyde borough magistrates, on Thursday 
(Alderman Shaw, a retired grocer, presiding), Isaac Levin, 
grocer, Ridling Lane, Hyde, was charged with selling to 
Samuel Lee, Food and Drug Inspector for the Cheshire 
County Council, one pound of margarine as butter, on 
November toth. He was also summoned for selling mar- 
garine at the same date and place without wrapping it in 
paper marked “ Margarine.” Mr. 
Hyde, represented defendant. 

Inspector Lea deposed to being in Hyde on November 
toth, taking samples of butter for analysis, and went to 
defendant’s shop, where he asked for a pound of butter. 
He was served by defendant’s manager, Edward Arrandale, 
from a plate marked pure butter, and was charged 1s. He 
then intimated that he was the inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, and intended to submit a sample to the 
public analyst, which he did, and had since received the 
analyst’s report, stating that the sample contained 100 per 
cent. of margarine. 

In reply to Mr. Bostock, witness admitted that he re- 


fused to have the first sample pound offered by Arrandale. 


—Mr. Bostock: Why did you refuse it?—Witness: Be- 
cause I wanted it from the back portion of the butter.— 
Mr. Bostock: Why did you not tell the Bench that you 
refused the first butter that was offered to you? It seems 
very strange.—Witness : Because it would have been 
blacker against defendant—Mr. Bostock: Nonsense! Was 
it because you saw he was giving you the right thing—pure 
butter?>—Witness: No. You cannot tell the difference 
between margarine and butter by looking at it—Mr. Bos- 
tock: Then I wouldn’t give much for your experience.—- 
Witness added that even experts could not tell the differ- 
ence at a glance; for at the exhibition the first prize for 
butter went to a sample of margarine. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Bostock remarked that in these cases the trades- 
men had just cause of complaint against the treatment 
they received from the inspector. In the first place, he 
went into defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of butter, 
with which he was served; but he refused it; hence it 
was clear that he saw he had got the article he asked for, 
namely, pure butter. He then said, “No, I won’t have 
that; I’ll have this other.” And Arrandale, who became 
flurried, gave him the 1od. margarine, which was on the 
next plate to the butter. The defendant was not there at 
the time. Perhaps a technical offence had been committed, 
but under the circumstances the Bench would be justified 
in dealing with it leniently. This Act was passed 
to prevent people from being defrauded by people 
palming off margarine as butter. There was no in- 
tention to do that in this case. Had the inspector 
behaved like any other human being would have done, 
and taken what was offered him in the first instance, there 
would have been an end to the matter; but he did not, 
and said in effect, “I have not achieved my object; you 
are being too honest with me; I will make you give me 
something else.” Arrandale had been an assistant for 
24 years, and had never before had a single complaint been 
lodged against him, while defendant had been in business 
eight years, and that was the first complaint. It was a 
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| paltry case, and, under the circumstances, the payment of 


costs would meet it. 

The second case was then gone into. 

_ Inspector Lea deposed to being served with a pound of 
margarine in plain paper, and remarked that defendant was 
liable to a very heavy penalty. 

Mr. Bostock, in defence, said the inspector was at first 
offered butter, ‘which would not require anything but a 
plain wrapper, and when he refused it, the man took the 
butter out of the paper and put the margarine into it on 
the scale—a perfectly natural thing to do. 

Ed. Arrandale supported Mr. Bostock’s statements. 

Alderman Shaw said defendant would be fined tos. 
and costs, in each case—total, #2 6s.—and they con- 
sidered it very lenient. 


MILK ANALYSTS DIFFER. 


EpwarpD STILES, milkman, of Railway Approach, Alver- 
stoke, was summoned by Mr. Davis, Inspector of Weights 
and Measures, at Gosport, on December 6th, for selling a 
pint of milk which contained 10 per cent. of added water.— 
At the previous hearing of the case the defendant strenu- 
ously denied that his milk had been watered, and applied 
for an adjournment in order that he might obtain the 
opinion of another analyst——The defendant now submitted 
a report from the public analyst at Somerset House, who 
expressed the opinion that there was not more than 3 per 
cent. of water in the sample submitted to him. He also 
produced the opinion of a private analyst, who stated that 
he did not consider the case a bad one.—In consideration 
of the difference of opinion expressed by the three analysts, 
the Bench dismissed the case.—The magistrates intimated 
that the inspector did quite right in bringing the case for- 
ward. 
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BORACIC ACID IN MILK. 


At the Pontypridd Police Court, on December 7th, the 
adjourned case against Mr. Griffith Thomas, Wood Road, 
Pontypridd, for selling milk adulterated with boracic acid 
on the 21st October last was heard. The case was ad- 
journed last week, in order to elicit the opinion of Dr. 
Williams, the county medical officer, on the matter. 

Superintendent Cole said that he purchased a half pint 
of milk from defendant in Havod Road on the 21st October, 
and sent it to the public analyst to be analysed. A certi- 
ficate was returned on the 8th November certifying that the 
milk was adulterated with 13% grains of boracic acid to the 
gallon. The summons taken out against defendant was not 
under section 3 for selling an article injurious to health, 
but under section 6 for selling an article not of the nature 
and substance demanded by the purchaser. 

Dr. Williams, the county medical officer, when called, 
stated that he found that the milk had been adulterated 
with 13% grains per gallon. A child in ordinary health 
would consume three grains per day of boracic acid in con- 
suming this milk. He thought that every child fed on 
artificial food should have pure milk resembling the milk 
of its mother. At this time of the year boracic acid was 
not necessary to preserve milk. Even in the hottest day 
in,summer milk would keep for 48 hours. Milk containing 
boracic acid was not fit for a child or an invalid. He would 
not like to go so far as to say that the introduction of three 
grains of boracic acid in milk would be hurtful, but even 
that small quantity given for a length of time would be 
deleterious to the health of a child. 

The Stipendiary told defendant there was no excuse for 
adulterating milk with boracic acid at this time of the year ; 
nothing was required to preserve milk. 

Defendant said it was only quite recently that the 
County Council had decided that the introduction of the 
acid was injurious. Some prominent doctors of the present 
day maintained that the introduction of boracic acid into 
milk was not injurious. 

The defendant was ordered to pay £1 11s. 6d. towards 
the costs of the case. 
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tapioca for sago. 





TAPIOCA. 


AT Swansea, on December 9th, John Williams, Swansea 
Road, Pontardulais, a grocer, was summoned for selling 
_  Sergt. Lewis deposed that he visited 
defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of sago. He 
divided what he was given into three parts, leaving one 
with the defendant, while he kept one and sent the other 
to the analyst.—Ultimately a fine of rs. and costs was im- 
posed. | 


a COFFEE. 
At Barnard Castle Police Court, on December 7th, 


_ Elizabeth Barker, shopkeeper, of Gainford, was charged 


with selling adulterated coffee—Mr. Thompson, Durham 
C.C., Inspector of Foods and Drugs, said on Tuesday, the 


_ 11th of last month, he visited the defendant’s premises, and 


asked for half a pound of coffee, and the defendant herself 
supplied it. He paid 8d. for the article, which was divided 
in the usual way, and on the roth he received Mr. Stock’s 
certificate, showing the sample to impregnated with 50 
per cent. of chicory. Mixed coffee was charged from 1od. 
to Is. per pound, whereas the defendant had charged 1s. 4d. 
per pound. Chicory was 5d. per pound. Defendant said 
she had only opened the shop out on the Saturday morning, 
having just taken the business over. All the goods were 
there when she went, she having got the stock at a valuation. 
She had never been in business before. She did not know 
anything at all about it—The inspector said in the case 
he would waive his expenses, and the Bench inflicted a fine 
of ros. inclusive. . 





CAUTION TO YEAST SELLERS. 


WE have on several occasions warned our readers against 
yeast swindles, and pointed out that there is now a more 
sensible interpretation of the Adulteration Act as it affects 
yeast than was the case five years ago. We congratulate 
Mr. M. A. Thompson on his success in suppressing yeast 
adulteration in Durham. 

On December 7th, at the Barnard Castle Police Court, 
Mr. Joseph Nicholson Brown, of Gainford, was charged by 


_ Mr. M. A. Thompson, Inspector for Durham County under 


the Weights and Measures Act and Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, with selling adulterated yeast——Complainant said the 
defendant was a grocer at Gainford. On the 11th of 
November he bought six ounces of yeast at defendant’s place 
of business, which was supplied by Mr. Brown himself. He 
tendered threepence, the amount asked. He divided the 
yeast in the usual way, and on the 16th he received Mr. 
Stock’s certificate, which showed that the yeast was im- 
pregnated with ro per cent. of potato farina, which was not 
a natural constituent of genuine yeast——Dr. Munro: It is 
to make it keep better—Lord Barnard: You don’t allege 
that it is injurious >—The defendant was fined £1, including 
the costs, and on the application of the inspector, expenses, 
amounting to tos. 6d., were allowed. 


MAIZE IN FLOUR APPEAL. 


In the Queen’s Bench Division, on December gth, Mr. 
Charles Mathews applied for a rule calling upon the justices 
to show cause why they should not state a case for the 
opinion of their lordships upon a question of law raised 
under this statute. The inspector asked to be served with 
a parcel of flour, and what he was served with was a flour 
of which sixty-five parts came from wheat, and 35 parts from 
maize. He summoned the seller for having sold an adul- 
terated article. The magistrates were of opinion that the 
inspector got what he asked for, and that if he wanted flour 
which came wholly from wheat he should have asked for 
wheaten flour. They therefore refused to convict, and it 
was submitted to their lordships that the magistrates were 
wrong in the view that they took. 

Mr. Justice Wright said that without expressing any 
opinion upon the matter, an application would be granted. 

Rule granted. 
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AN ENVIABLE ANALYTICAL APPOINTMENT, 


AT Weymouth T.C. meeting a letter was received from 
Dr. Comyns Leach, of Sturminster Newton, who had been 
public analyst to the town for 20 years, tendering his resig- __ 
nation of the position, in consequence of an analysis of a 
sample of milk made by him being over-ridden in the course 
of subsequent proceedings by a sample analysed by Somerset 
House. However, he emphatically reasserted that in the 
sample of milk as it reached him there was only two per 
cent. of fat. He had analysed nearly 2,000 samples of 
milk, and his analyses had never before been disputed. It 
was decided to accept the resignation. Mr. Groves asked 
that the words “ with regret” should be added; but to this 
Mr. Wallis and other Councillors objected. It was resolved 
to advertise for a successor at an increase of salary from 
410 to £20 a year, Mr. Lovell and other Councillors ex- _ 
pressing the opinion that £10 a year was not sufficient, and 
that, in the interest of the public health, more samples of 
milk should be analysed. Mr. Chave said they did not 
want a doctor, but an analytical chemist. . 

We hope our readers will not all apply at once, tempt- 
ing as the £20 per year may be. 


DISINFECTANT SWINDLES. 


THE General Purposes Committee of Wandsworth, Lon- 
don, reported that they had considered the report of the 
analyst to the effect that a sample of carbolic powder sup- 
plied by the Board’s contractors contained only 7.5 per 
cent. of uncombined commercial carbolic acid instead of 
15 per cent. as required by the contract; the Committee 
had also had an interview with the contractors’ representa- 
tive thereon, and recommend that one month’s notice be 
given to determine the contract. The recommendation 
was concurred in. 


WHITE BREAD OR BROWN BREAD P 


Drs. LAUDER BRUNTON and TUNNICLIFFE published 
in the current volume of the “ St. Bartholomew’s Hospital 
Reports” an instructive communication on the relative 
digestibility of white and brown bread (“ Brit. Med. Jour.”). 
On the strength of certain experiments, which they describe 
in full, they feel justified in concluding that the higher 
nutritive value which might on purely chemical grounds 
be ascribed to brown bread cannot be maintained from the 
physiological side. With regard to fats and mineral con- 
stituents, on the other hand, distinctly less of the nutritive 
materials actually get into the blood in the case of brown 
than of white bread. White bread is, weight for weight, 
more nutritious than brown. It thus would appear that 
the preference given by operatives in large towns to white 
bread has, to a certain extent, a sound physiological basis. 
In the case of people with irritable intestines white bread 
is to be preferred to brown. In the case of people with 
sluggish bowels brown bread may be preferable to white, 
as it tends to maintain peristalsis, and ensures regular 
evacuation of the bowels. If the proportion of mineral 
ingredients, and especially of lime salts, in other articles 
of food or drink be insufficient, brown bread is preferable 
to white. It is possible that in the case of operatives living 
chiefly upon bread and tea, the preference for white bread 
which prevails may be responsible, in part at least, for the 
early decay of the teeth. An abundant supply of mineral 
constituents is especially required in suckling women and 
in growing children, in order to supply material for the 
nutrition of the young. In such cases, if mineral salts, 
especially those of calcium, be supplied by other foodstuffs, 
drinks, or medicines, brown bread is preferable to white. 
Lastly, Drs. Brunton and Tunnicliffe are of opinion that 
if the dietary be insufficient in fat, or if the patient be un- 
able to digest fat readily in other forms, brown bread may 
possibly be preferable to white. The authors rightly dwell 
on the absurdity of taking the mere chemical composition 
of a food stuff as an index of its nutritive value. “A stick 
of charcoal, the atmospheric air, a little water, and some 
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sea salt, contain all the elements of a typical diet and in — 


ample quantity.” Hence, it is not always a question of 


what a foodstuff contains, but how it contains. it. 


DIET AS A CAUSE OF SUICIDE. 


Waite the moralists have been discussing the question 


_ whether a man has a right to commit suicide, the scientists 


have been considering the question, Why do men commit 
suicide? A Dr. Haig, who has been looking into the sub- 


ject, and telling a Scotch audience his conclusions, finds 
__ the cause of suicide to be uric acid in the blood, and the 


reason for this is found in a bad diet, and especially meats, 
“The Hospital” speaks as follows 
of Dr. Haig’s researches: 

“Dr. Haig is of opinion that suicide may be traced to 
error in diet, the error being the eating of meat, the drink- 
ing of beer and of tea, and the smoking of tobacco. His 
facts all fall comfortably into their places in support of his 
hypothesis. Are there not more suicides among men than 
among women, and do not men consume more meat, more 
beer, and more tobacco than the women? Again, suicide 
is more common in England than in Scotland, not ap- 


_ parently because the Scotch are a canny race, but because 


the English eat more meat and drink more beer, while the 
Scotch eat less meat and drink whisky instead of beer. 
After maintaining that suicide was less common among 
the Scotch, it was perhaps hardly polite, when addressing 
a Scotch audience, to go on to say that suicide increased 
with civilisation. But the fact was explained on the 


ground of the more injurious diet, that of civilised man 


being more productive of uric acid, and thus of suicide, 
than that which prevails where civilisation is less advanced. 
Uric acid is, in fact, at the bottom of all this, and, accord- 
ing to Dr. Haig, the incidence of suicide tallies with the 
daily, annual, and life fluctuations of uric acid in the blood, 
being commonest when uric acid is most abundant, namely, 


in the mornings, in spring and summer, and in childhood, 


and in the full prime of life. 

“We have no doubt that errors of diet are responsible 
for much, and, among other things, for a certain number 
of suicides ; nay, we would go further and admit that un- 
suitable diet, derangement of the proper relation between 
nutrition and waste, and the consequent loading of the 
tissues and the blood with abnormal products of metabol- 
ism, have much to do with that ill-temper and discontent 
which leads men to lay their hands violently often upon their 
All this may 
be taken for granted, but it is at present far from proven 
that the peccant material is in all cases the same, and still 
further are we from being all agreed that uric acid is the 
origin of the evil.” 


ARTIFICIAL FEEDING OF INFANTS ESPECIALLY IN 
GASTRIC DISTURBANCES, 


“NEXT to mother’s milk, cow’s milk is the proper food 
for infants,” says Dr. J. M. G. Carter in a paper read be- 
fore the Am. Med. Assn. “This must be modified,” he 
continues, “so as to correspond to mother’s milk. Each 
case requires special investigation. If there is constipa- 
tion and a poorly-nourished condition of the patient, cream 
should be given in larger proportion than in cases of well- 
nourished infants, with a tendency to diarrhoea. Bearing 
in mind the fact that normal human milk is alkaline while 
cow’s milk is neutral or acid, a necessity will be recognised for 
using a little lime-water with the cow’s milk. Sterile milk 
should be used. If proper precautions have been taken 
in milking the cow, and the milk is passed at once into 
sterilised bottles, a healthy cow’s milk is sterile, and needs 
no heating except to raise it to proper temperature for feed- 
ing the baby, about. 98 to roodeg. F. The milk must be 
analysed, and then, by comparing with normal human milk, 
a formula can be given and the milk prepared as needed. 

“Human milk contains water 88.4 per cent., fat 4 per 
cent., lactose 6.5 per cent., proteids 1.8 per cent. If a 
cow’s milk is found to contain water 87.3, fat 4, lactose 


5.69, proteid 2.80, a ok Gqiveieece shows that to eee 


the cow’s milk to the equivalent of mother’s milk it is neces- __ 


sary to add 57.1 per cent. of water. To prepare 500 c.c. 
of this modified cow’s milk from the specimen here given 
will require 312c.c. of milk and 178c.c. of water (174 
water and 4 lime-water). 
cream and Io gm. of lactose. 

“When it is not convenient to analyse the milk, a 
good average food may be thus prepared: Skimmed milk 
300 c.c., water 166c.c., cream 30 .c., lactose 8 gm., lime- 
water 4c.c. If constipation occurs, increase the proportion 


of cream; if diaarhoea, reduce the amount of cream or in- | 


crease the proportion of lime-water. Sometimes colic and 


even diarrhoea may be caused by the proteids in cow’s milk, 


and it is found necessary to reduce the ey of milk 
and increase the proportion of cream. 

“Tt occasionally occurs that summer heat, or some con- 
dition of the stomach, may cause such digestive disturb- 
ance that cow’s milk must be totally discarded... -When 


~such is the case, evaporated milk, malted milk, malted 


meat, milk food, and similar commercial preparations may 
be tried, selecting with a view to the conditions prevailing 
in individual cases.” 


FEEDING THE SICK. 


“ Att doctors know,” says the editor of “The Medical 
Gleaner,” “that during a spell of sickness, of whatever 
nature, the patient should have a liquid diet. | But a great 
many physicians do not seem to know that the patient 
should not be allowed any highly concentrated food. It 
seems to have generally been the purpose to feed the sick 
something highly nutritious, in small quantities, frequently 
repeated. 
the patient will get enough to sustain a well person. | This 
would be exactly right if the patient had a well-person’s 
stomach. But the stomach of the sick one has gone down 
in even ratio with the rest of the body. It has done that 
at least ; frequently heavy dosing has made it do more than 
that. If the contractile capacity of the biceps has been 
reduced 80 or go per cent., the digestive ability of the 
stomach has suffered a like reduction. The assimilative 
function has undergone equal impairment, of course. 

“ A failure to fully, strictly, and immanently realise these 
facts has sent untold millions to their graves. There comes 
a period in many sicknesses when food is as dangerous to 
the patient as a slow poison. The very smell of food is 
disgusting to the sufferer, and to force it down him under 
such circumstances is to slap Nature in the face, and stamp 
on common sense. Here, the intelligent physician will 
stand like a wall of adamant between the sick one, and the 
unreasoning affection of near and dear ones. 

“Upon the advent of convalescence the patient’s gastro- 
nomic inclinations undergo a complete reversal. He grows 
a 200 per cent. appetite, but retains only a 25 per cent. 
digestive power. It is a natural misfit, and here Nature 
deserves to be slapped in the face for her inconsistency, 
and that is what we do by restricting his dietary. Natural 
crankery, as illustrated in a convalescent’s appetite, has 
always been a corroding puzzle to me. 

“The happiest way in which to meet this yelping de- 
mand for food is to dilute. Give the patient a little in 
much. Scatter a teaspoonful of rich broth through a tea- 
cupful of water. Water will do him nothing but good, 
and if you will see to it that his dietary stock is well watered, 
he’ll get along. Put his attendants under iron ‘injunctions, 
else consanguinity will take the bit of reason between the 
teeth and plunge the whole concern into grief.” 


SIR HENRY THOMPSON’S DIRECTIONS FOR MAKING 
BEEF TEA. 


FOOD .AND FEEDING. 


Cuop fine, or mince with a machine, a pound and half 
of gravy-beef from which the fat has been removed. 

Place it in an earthen jar with a lid, add a pint of cold 
water, and let it remain an hour, occasionally stirring and 


To this must be added gc.c. of | 


If this method is conscientiously adhered to,> 





| 
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ng pressing firmly with an iron spoon. Then place the jar, 
with the lid on, in a saucepan large enough to cover it, with 
_ water sufficient to reach nearly to the lid, but not near 
_ enough, when gently boiling, to rise above it and enter the 
jar. 
_The water in the saucepan is to be kept at about boiling- 
_ point, or a little under, at the corner of the fire for three 
__- hours, adding a little water occasionally to replace that 
which evaporates. - 
‘When the time has expired the jar may be removed, 
tai the beef-tea drained from the meat, which is then to be 
_ pressed as closely as possible through a coarse straining- 
cloth, so as to extract all the liquid. 
After standing a short time the beef-tea will become 
















and 1898 ; also many which are familiar because so com- 
mon, hence being constantly reported. A full report on 
essential oils, ground spices and wines would be so volumi- 
nous as to occupy too much space. 

Balsam Copaiba: Conroy reports the adulteration of 
many samples by fats, resins, and turpentine oil.—“ Chemist 
and Druggist,” 1897, page 887. 

Digitalis: Adulterated with leaves of Solanum tubero- 
sum, Lin., and Solanum nigrum, Lin.—*‘ Pharm. Post,” | 
1897, page 6. 

Opium: Tschirch reports having detected small lead — 
bullets in gum opium by the use of X-rays.—“ Swiss 
Wochschr. f. Chem. and Pharm.,” 1898, page 5219. 

Oil of Anise: Adulterated with petroleum ether, 35 to 





and to be maintained at the same until the liquid is reduced 
to a third of a pint, which is to be strained off and mixed 
with the beef-tea already made ; a firm jelly will result when 
cold. A strong solution of gelatin has thus been added 
to the meat extracted, and albumen obtained by the first 
process, materially improving the value of the compound. 
When cold, remove the small quantity of fat which is 
always to be found on the surface, and heat what is required 
as wanted. If the beef-tea is to be served as soon as made, 
without cooling, remove as much of the fat as possible with 
a teaspoon, and the same remainder by means of white 
blotting-paper. Then it should be remembered that the 
beef-tea can be rendered far more nutritious, when the 
invalid is able to take any solid addition, by adding thereto 
a small quantity of well-minced rump-steak. 


clear, much light-brown flaky matter falling to the bottom. « ist.” “ 
_ By no Tah remove this, as it is nutritious material, unless - i ru arrears lb estrada ater aR LE 2 
. any A pe Sasa ha ah nner sell cit ee Sees ‘ Adulterated with calendula flowers.—Report ee 
F ’ ‘ » vary- | of Health Commission, 1896, Maastricht. im 
ing somewhat as the meat used may vary in the amount of ee eae contain a 
skin, tendon, or other fibrous tissue contained therein. 14 i A aha RD Sci CaO Ee a 
If, however, “ shin of beef ”—which, of course, includes Saffron: Adulterated with fat and fatty oils.—“ Pharm a 
Sauer used as well as gravy-beef, say a pound of } Wochensch.,” 1897, page 2. baie: ' ae 
se , a ee fae detached from the bone to the pound Safflower : Substituted by Chinese, sold in America as _ y 
of gravy-beef and treat them together as already described, | the true article——P. Diedler, “ Ber. Deut. Pharm. Gesell.” me 
but utilise the bone by breaking it with a chopper or ham- | 1808, page 27 j 5 C 
mer, after which the pieces are to be placed in a small alas Chestint leaves. : 
"seh apart, with a pint of cold water, for an hour. Senna: False senna, supposed to be derived from ; 
hen the whole is to be slowly brought to a boiling point, | pistacia Lentiscus, Lin., reported by H. C. Greenish. rs: 
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Senna: Adulterations: Leaflets of Coriaria myrtifolia, 
L.; Solenostemma Argel, Hayne; Vaccinium Vitis-Ide, 
L.; Colutea arborescens, L.; Globularia Alypum, Lig. 
Tephrosia apollinea, DeC.; Cassia Marilandica, L. Fully 
treated by E. Latour, “ L’Union Pharmaceutique,” May 15, ‘ 
1896. Also “ Pharmaceutical Journal,” June, 1896. rr, 
Vanilla: Reported by Hefelmann to be largely adul- — ' 
terated by the addition of acetanilid—* Pharm. Post,” 
1898, page 320. a 
Venice Turpentine: Resin dissolved in Resin oil—Van , 
Itallie, “ Pharm. Weekbl.,” 1897, page 46. 
Aloes: Wholly or partly substituted by cheaper 
varieties. 
Allspice: Extracted drug, also “Mexican spice” from 
Myrtus Tabazco, Willd. 
Anise Seed: Foreign seed of many kinds, exhausted 
seed and seed of Conium maculatum, Lin. 
Arnica Flowers: False Arnica flowers (?). ! 
Asafetida: Calcite, sand, stones, clay, and similar sub- 
stances, ocasionally gums. 
Beeswax: Carnauba wax, china wax, paraffin, etc. 
Buchu: Leaves of other varieties of Barosma. 
Calcined Magnesia: Calcium sulphate. 
Calcium Sulphide: Usually below U. S. P. standard. 
Cantharides: Other species of “ flies,” extracted drug. a 
Cascara Sagrada: Bark of other varieties of Rham- 
nacez. i 
Castor Oil: Cottonseed and other oils. 
Cinnamon, Ceylon: Cassia cinnamon and spent bark. ; 
Cloves: Extracted drug. 
Cod-liver Oil: Oils of seals, sharks, and other fish. 
Copaiba: Gurjun balsam, oils and resins. 
Creosote: Carbolic acid, and products of distillation of © 


EXCESSIVE USE OF SALT. 


Tue use of salt as a condiment is so general and so 
universally believed in as necessary, that we rarely hear a 
word against its excessive use, but there is a multitude of 
persons who eat far too much salt—eat it on everything, 
on meat, fish, potatoes, melons, in butter, on 
tomatoes, turnips, and squash, in __ bread, and 
on a host of foods too numerous to mention. To so great 
an extent is it used that no food is relished which has not 
a salty taste, and this hides more or less the real taste, 
which is often very delicate. Now, the amount of salt 
required in the system is comparatively small, and if the 
diet has been rightly compounded very little is necessary. 
What are some of the evils of the excessive use of salt? 
The effect is to paralyse the nerves of taste, or pervert them 
so they cannot enjoy a thing which has not a salty flavour, 
and in addition there is ‘a direct tax on both the skin and 
kidneys in removing it from the blood. Whether the skin 
is harmed by the tax we do not know. Possibly it is not 
greatly injured, yet we know that few people possess a 
healthy skin; but it is now pretty well settled that an ex- 
cessive use of salt does overtax the kidneys in its removal, 
and that cases of derangement and disease of these organs 
are due to this use. We advise our readers and others 
to look into this matter and to try to diminish the exces- 
sive use of this condiment. We believe they will be better 
for it The Clinic.” 


- 


tar. »: 
Cubeb: False Cubebs—Piper ribesioides, Wall. » 
Elm Bark (ground): Flour added to aid in grinding. | 
Fenugreek Seed (ground): Meal, oil-cake. 
Flaxseed (ground): Oil-cake. 
Gallic Acid: Pyrogallic acid. 
Glycerin: Glucose. 
Ginger: Extracted drug, inferior varieties. 
Gum Arabic: Dextrin. 4 
Ground Spices: Ground nutshells of all varieties. 
Hemlock Oil: Usually large amount of oil of turpentine. 
Hydrastis Canadensis: Rhizomata of Cypripedium 
pubescens, Swz. 

Insect Powder: Stems, other vegetable fibres, colouring 
matter, CQuassia. 

Linseed Meal: Exhausted drug. 


ADULTERATION OF DRUGS 


Tue list appended hereto includes the major portion 
of important or novel sophistications published during 1897 
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Mustard Seed (ground): Flour. 

Oil Olive: Cottonseed oil, nut oils. 

Oil Peppermint: Dementholised. 

Oil Santal: Turpentine, Cedar oil, ‘pee Indian Santal 
oil lacking in santalol. 

Oils: Lemon, Juniper, Lavender, mii Orange, Ber- 
gamot, etc.,: aduletrated extensively ; list of sophisicetdire 
too numerous for mention. 

_ Opium: Gums, drug extracts, sand, stones, and even 
bullets are reported. 

Quassia: Spent chips. 

Rhubarb (ground): Turmeric. 

Rhubarb (whole): Inferior varieties sold under false 
name. ; 

Saffron: Carthamus, wheat flour. 

Tolu Balsam: Spurious balsams. 

Wines : 
oe various essences, etc. 


THE ADULTERATION OF SCOTCH OATMEAL. 


WE have before directed attention to the practice of 
some manufacturers of oatmeal of mixing Canadian oats 
with their product and passing it off as Scotch oatmeal. 
The matter is at present engaging the earnest attention cf 
the Midlothian Association of Oatmeal Manufacturers, 
who have approached the Scottish Board of Agriculture on 
the subject. As so many instances have been discovered, 
the Association has instructed its solicitors, Messrs. Beve- 
ridge, Sutherland and Smith, to issue a circular to buyers 
and users of Midlothian oatmeal, drawing attention to the 
fact that oatmeal not manufactured in Midlothian is being 
produced in various districts of the South of Scotland, and 
passed off as Midlothian oatmeal. The public are thus 
_ being grievously misled, and are having palmed off upon 
them a spurious article; this is not only a breach of the 
Merchandise Marks Act, but much to the detriment of the 
public generally, and also of the producers of genuine Mid- 
lothian oatmeal. The Association, therefore, desires these 
facts to be brought under the notice of buyers, so that they 
may be on their guard against them. Evidence is at pre- 
sent being collected on the subject, and, as soon as the 
materials have been obtained for a prosecution, legal 
measures will be adopted. This notice is being circulated 
in London, Liverpool, and other large centres, where it is 
anticipated the publicity will have good effects. 


IS THE TUBERCULIN TEST RELIABLE? 


NOTWITHSTANDING the importance that is attached to 
the tuberculin test for tuberculosis in certain quarters— 
particularly in South America, where all the animals im- 
ported from these countries must be certified as having 
re-acted satisfactorily to the test—there is still, says “The 
Farmers’ Gazette,” a great diversity of opinion as to the 
reliability of the injection as indication of the presence of 
the disease. In the course of a discussion which took place 
at a farmers’ meeting in Scotland last week one of the 
speakers cited an instance of a neighbour, who, on calling 
in a veterinary surgeon to inspect his animals, was told that 
40 per cent. of them were suffering. The worst one was 
killed, and it was found that there was nothing the matter 
with her! In the face of such results as this it is not to 
be wondered at that practical men have little confidence 
in the reliability of the test. 

As bearing upon this point, it is worthy of note that 
the famous Shorthorn bull, Sign of Riches, which was sold 
at the last spring show at Dublin for exportation to South 
America, and which was shipped to the Argentine during 
the summer, failed to “ pass the test” on his arrival there, 
and was refused admittance into the country. The result 
was that he failed to put in an appearance at the big show 
at Palermo, for which he was specially intended. The 
curious part of the incident, however, is that after being 
kept in quarantine for a month the ex-Caledon crack was 


Coal-tar colours, tannin, essential oils, salicylic - 
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again subjected to the test, and o on: dks occasion was derti- 3 
fied as all right, and was consequently allowed to reach his 


destination. By the way, it will doubtless interest many 
of our readers to learn that since his arrival in the Argentine 


Sign of Riches has been sold at the remarkable price of | 


8,000 dollars. 


INFECTION BY MILK. 


Mr. TROTTER, veterinary surgeon to the Health De- 


partment of Glasgow, remarks, “It is well-known that milk 
may become infective through organisms being deposited 
along with the dust dislodged during milking by the milker, 
or from the air. Backhans estimates that 300 lbs. of 
manure is consumed daily by the inhabitants of Berlin in 
their milk. In three samples of commercial milk purchased 
in Glasgow I found 12.26, 10.50, and 24.77 grains per gal- 
lon respectively. This is simply due to the non-observance 
of ordinary cleanliness on the part of the dairyman.” 


THE MICRO-ORGANISM OF FAULTY RUM. 


Mr. Henry FrRowpe, Oxford University Press, is pub- 
lishing an important monograph on “'The Micro-organism 
of Faulty Rum,” by Prof. V. H. Veley, F.R.S., and Lilian 
J. Veley (née Gould). This micto-organism, which 
caused damage to the extent of many thousands of pounds, 
has hitherto escaped observation, mainly because it was 
supposed that no organism whatever could live in liquid of 


such alcoholic strength as rum. The book opens out anew - 


field of research in connection with the spirit distilleries, 
and is of special interest to the sugar industries of the West 
Indies and British Guiana. 


A MENACE TO THE ICE BUSINESS. 


AMERICAN trade papers say that liquid air will soon 
take the place of ice in the great breweries, hotels, hos- 
pitals, and even in private residences. 
cheaper than ice, and it requires little to secure the desired 
results. As a medicine it is considered the most power- 
ful tonic known. With the aid of it, consumptives may 
be cured, and people suffering from insomnia secure relief. 
Liquid air is said to have the appearance of pure water, 
for it is simply the ordinary air reduced to liquid form by 
high pressure and expansion. Its temperature gets down 
as low as 470 degrees below zero. It can also be utilised 
for power purposes, and can be easily bottled and transported 
from place to place. One gallon of the liquid at lowest 
temperature is equivalent for refrigerating purposes to one 
ton of ice. A tumbler-full placed in the ordinary ice- 
chest will retain a temperature of zero in the chest for 
twenty-four hours. A perfect system of handling the pro- 
duct has been devised by~a New York firm, and it is the 
intention of the company to deliver the liquid air just like 
ice, milk, or any other thing. It can be stored in insulated 
vessels with perfect safety and convenience. Ice plants 
will be unable to compete with this new cold process, 
and it may result in a death-blow to the entire ice business. 

Some experiments were made with the process in New 
York State by scientific men, and remarkable results were 
shown. A hollow rubber ball was immersed a few minutes 
in the liquid, and in a few moments became as brittle as 
thin glass.) When thrown against a wall, instead of re- 
bounding, it broke into a thousand pieces. An egg was 
frozen so hard it had to be broken with a hammer, and 
a beef-steak had to. be carved with an axe. When dipped 
into the liquid air ice became perfectly dry. Ice to liquid 
air is two and one-half times as hot as steam is to ice. 

It is said in a cooling process liquid air produces a dry 
and healthful atmosphere. A small quantity will reduce 
the temperature of a room, and in the hot weather rooms 
can be made remarkably comfortable in a few minutes. 
Hot hotels and theatres can be given a cooling process. 
As a ventilator liquid air cannot be surpassed. 
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COLEMaNn’s 
- “WINGARNIS” — 


-LIBBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE | 


my 18 THE FINEST TONIO IN THE WORLD. 

_ OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 
ie _ Have been received from Medieal Men. 

«BE VEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 


Have been awarded. ‘ 
: Sold in Bottles 2s. 9d. and 4s. 6d. everywhere. 


Bole Manufacturers ; : 


_ COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
_- -«&  %, 9d, Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps 
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Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria 
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Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III, V., and. VI. may 
be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
row London, E.C, Price 5/- each. 


Binding Cases for Foop AND SAaniTaTIoN, in cloth, gold 
_ lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 
lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each, 
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VINEGAR SWINDLES. 


In the peculiar practices of certain traders. which have 
aroused the just indignation of Messrs. Champion and Co., 
too many vinegar faking firms participate. We have a 
heap of evidence of fraud carried on by some of the sup- 
posed best firms in the trade, and Messrs. Champion’s action 
will clear the air and enable our readers to grapple with this 
increasing vinegar swindle. 
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OFFICIAL ADVERTISEMENT. 


PARISH OF SAINT MARY, ISLINGTON. 
SANITARY INSPECTOR (MEAT). 
HE Vestry of the above-mentioned parish, as the Sanitary 
Authority under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, 








being about, on the 2oth January, 1899, to appoint a Sanitary 


Inspector, whose special duties shall be the inspection of meat, 
the Public Health Committee is prepared to receive applications 
for the office. 

The salary will commence at £180 per annum, payable 
Tee with an annual increment of £10 to a maximum of 
220. ; Z 

The person appointed must reside in the parish and devote 
the whole of his time to the service of the Vestry, and will not 
be permitted to engage in any other occupation. Candidates 
(who must not be less than twenty-five years of age, nor more 
than forty-five) must make application in their own handwriting 
upon the form provided by the Vestry (which form may be 
obtained upon application to the undersigned), stating their age, 
present position, past occupation, and qualifications. Candidates 
must be holders of a certificate of such body as the Local 
Government Board may approve, unless they have been during 
three consecutive years preceding the year 1895 sanitary in- 
spectors or inspectors of nuisances of a district in London, or of 
an Urban sanitary district out of London containing, according 
to the last published census, a population of not less than 
20,000 inhabitants, and they must have followed the occupation 
of a butcher or slaughterman. 

Applications, enclosing copies of not more than three testi- 
monials of recent date, must be sent in to the undersigned before 
noon on Monday, January gth, 1899. 

Candidates selected to be seen will be written to and informed 
when they are to attend before the Committee. 

The appointment will be subject to the approval of the Local 
Government Board, and to the person selected for appointment 
satisfactorily passing a medical examination as to his constitu- 
tional fitness for the position. 

Canvassing will be deemed a disqualification. 

Wm. T. Dewey, Vestry Clerk. 

Vestry Hall, Upper Street, N., 2oth Dec., 1898. 











On December 16th, Charles Peskett, an oilman, of 
Sumner Road, Peckham, London, was summoned to answer 
the complaint of Messrs. Champion and Co., Limited, that 
he, on the znd of December, did falsely and fraudulently 
apply or cause to be applied a false trade description to 
certain goods, to wit, a bottle of vinegar sold as Champion’s 
vinegar—There was a similar summons against the defen- 
dant in respect of the 5th of December—NMr. F. G. Lang- 
ham (Messrs. Langham, Son, and Douglas) appeared in 
support of the summonses, which were taken out under the 
provisions of the Merchandise Marks Act.—In opening 
the case Mr. Langham said the complainants, Messrs. Cham- 
pion and Co., who were vinegar manufacturers, had been 
compelled to take these proceedings in consequence of a 
practice which had grown up amongst tradesmen of putting 
inferior vinegar into Messrs. Champion’s bottles and selling 
it to customers as of their manufacture-—Evidence was 
given showing that on the 2nd inst. a gentleman went to the 
defendant’s shop and asked for a bottle of Champion’s 
vinegar. He was served by the defendant, who handed 
him a bottle bearing Messrs. Champion’s label, but with the 
capsule broken. The bottle was submitted to Dr. Muter, 
public analyst for the parish of Lambeth and other dis- 
tricts.—In his evidence, Dr. Muter said he had frequently 
analysed Champion’s vinegar, and was well acquainted with 
its peculiarities. | He had examined the bottle of vinegar 
purchased at the defendant’s shop, and found that it was 
not of Messrs. Champion’s manufacture. It was of very, 
very common quality. Champion’s vinegar was a malt 
vinegar, but that submitted to him was not made from malt, 
and was of very low strength. He would not have passed 
it as a public analyst, as it was below 3 per cent. in strength. 
He should say it was probably imported German stuff.— 
Further evidence was given showing that the defendant had 
not been supplied by Messrs. Champion with vinegar either 
in bulk or in bottle during the past twelve months. The 
defendant gave evidence on his own behalf, and said he had 
been in business for about 23 years. He had been at this 
particular shop about 18 months. He explained that about 
three weeks ago he emptied the remains of a cask of vinegar 
into a gallon jar, and that his wife, without his knowledge, 
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afterwards put the vinegar into some empty bottles which | 


they had about the place, and then put them into the shop. 
—In answer to a question by the magistrate Mr. Langham 


said the complainants had an intimation as far back as 


November 29 that this was going on.—Mr. Hopkins: At the 
defendant’s shop?—-Mr. Langham: At the defendant’s shop. 


We were told his name.—Mr. Hopkins: Will you be con- | 


tent with a conviction on the first summons ?—Mr. 
Langham: Yes, sir—Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant 
to pay a penalty of £5 and £2 2s. costs. 


TYPHOID FROM COWS’ FRESH MILK. 


AT a meeting of the Public Health Committee of Aber- 
deen, on December gth, Dr. Matthew Hay, medical officer 
of health, submitted a statement with regard to a serious 
outbreak of typhoid fever which had occurred in the city, 
traceable to two different milk supplies. There have been 
nineteen cases altogether, and two of these have proved 
fatal. The supply of milk from the dairies has been 
stopped. e 


THE MILK ADULTERATION STANDARD. 


THE Sewers and Sanitary Committee of Camberwell 
have reported to the Camberwell Vestry that they have re- 
ceived a letter from the Vestry of St. James’s, Westminster, 
again asking for an opinion as to the standard which should 
be adopted for calculating the percentage of added water 
in milk which had been condemned as adulterated with 
water. A similar question was asked by St. James’s, Vestry 
a short time ago, and on that occasion the Vestry decided 
not to express an opinion. The committee have again con- 
sidered this the proper course to adopt. 


SANITARY INSPECTORS AND THE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON ADULTERATION. 


THE recent report of the Select Committee on the adul- 
teration of food and drugs formed the subject of a paper 
read on Saturday evening by Mr. W. H. Grigg, of Fulham, 
before a meeting of the Sanitary Inspectors’ Association, 
held at Carpenters’ Hall, London Wall. Having pointed 
out that the labours of the committee extended over three 
years, during which thirty-three sittings took place and sixty- 
eight witnesses were examined, Mr. Grigg dealt with those 
parts of the report which, says the “ Daily Chronicle,” were 
of most interest to the members of the Association. He 
noted with satisfaction the opinion of the committee that 
with regard to the charges of corruptibility which had been 


made against inspectors no evidence of substantiation had 


been submitted, and asserted that the Inspectors’ Associa- 
tion had been able to assist the committee by evidence 
which they could not have obtained from any other source, 
the value attached to it by the authorities being strikingly 
shown in the extent to which their views had been adopted, 
both in the report of the Select Committee to the House 
of Commons and also in the legislative proposals of the 
Government. This was shown in regard to the matter of 
uniforms, warranty, margarine, inadequate penalties, etc., 
in. connection with which the report made suggestions in 
accord with the views of the Association. 

Dealing next with legislation, Mr. Grigg referred to the 
Bill of last Session brought forward by Mr. Chaplin and 
Mr. T. W. Russell. In this again the principles advocated 
by the Association had been adopted, for Section 2 made 
the minimum penalty for a second offence 45, and for 
any subsequent offence “the Court may impose imprison- 
ment without the option of a fine.” There was no limit 
of time proposed within which the several offences were 
to be committed, and no limit was fixed to the period of 
imprisonment. He also went at length into the provisions 
of a Bill brought in by Mr. Kearley, which was an elaborate 
attempt to consolidate the law. 

In conclusion, Mr. Grigg claimed—in the attempts 
which were being made by the Government to deal more 
effectively with those who fraudulently adulterate the na- 
tion’s food—the Association had been of some service ; 
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and it must be extremely gratifying to every one of them 


to find the reflection of their influence for good in measures 
brought forward by responsible Ministers of the Crown. 
He trusted it would be an incentive to them to continue 
in this same course when other matters in which their 
practical experience was likely to be of use to the Govern- 
ment were receiving similar attention to that bestowed on. 
this important subject. For a more intimate acquaintance 


_ with the whole subject he would refer them to the evidence 


as contained in the Blue Books, and could assure them it — 
would amply repay any inspector for the trouble. 





GENUINE CHOCOLATES AND COCOAS. 


In this age of filth concoctions, when the commonest 
cocoas, adulterated with injurious ingredients of all descrip- _ 
tions, are, by the connivance of the bulk of our newspapers, . 
foisted on the public at the price of pure articles, users of 
cocoa and chocolates may feel some satisfaction that one 
of the latest acts of Mr. Justice Hawkins was to scathingly 
condemn the religious and other papers in which appeared- 
disgusting advertisements which led to three» scoundrels - 
being sentenced, on December  zoth, to penal servitude. 
The journals which insert the lying and dangerous adver- 
tisements of cocoas containing dangerous drugs and rubbish 
sold at cocoa price, are only assisting in establishing in 
public favour a barefaced swindle which is daily claiming 
its victims. We shall be curious to see if the journals pro- 
fiting by the advertisements of such dangerous frauds will 
lay Justice Hawkin’s unflattering unction to their souls. 


THE CRUSADE AGAINST THE FOOD FRAUD. 


Mr. G. R. THompson last week addressed a meeting 
of the Monmouthshire Chamber of Agriculture on the sub- 


ject of the’“ Prevention of adulteration of food products.” 


Mr. Thompson traced the history of legislation, which 
began in the reign of George the Third, to prevent the adul-- 
teration of tea, and complained that since 1860, when the 
first real attempt was made to deal with adulteration, most 
of the Acts had either been too cumbersome or were per- 
missive and optional in their character, and therefore with- 
out due effect. He suggested that it should be obligatory 
on every local authority to take so many samples per 1,000 
of the inhabitants, and that the home milk supply should be 
examined as well as the foreign milk supply. In 220 sam- 
ples of butter from Holland 57 were found to be adulterated 
—whereas from the British Colonies all were pure. There 
were various ways in which adulteration could be prevented 
and dealt with, and some of these were described. More 
good would result from thorough inspection of butter, etc., 
sold in the various districts than by inspection at the port 
of entry, for he believed the great bulk of the margarine 
which was sold as butter was imported as margarine. It 
was urged that, as on the Continent, butter and margarine 
should not be sold at the same shop. The use of boracic . 
acid was also protested against, and Mr. Thompson con- 
cluded by proposing a resolution affirming that legislation on 
the subject of food adulteration was urgently needed, but 
that no measure would be satisfactory which was not com- 
prehensive in character, and which did not include the main 
recommendations made by the Select Committee which re- 
ported on the subject in 1896. Mr. H. L. P. Lowe (Cheps- 
tow) seconded the motion, and it was agreed to. Mr. 
Henry Williams, in proposing a vote of thanks to Mr. ' 
Thompson, urged the importance of preventing margarine 
being artificially coloured so as to resemble butter; because 
probably so long as the colouring was allowed so long would 
it continue to be foisted upon the public as butter. 


THE BIRMINGHAM POISONED OVERCOATS. 


A FEw weeks ago about 60 members of the Birmingham 
police force were taken ill, and many have not yet re- 
covered, through wearing poisonous overcoats. It turned 
out that chloride of zinc was used in the manufacture of 
the cloth, and now we read, says the “ Evening Standard,” 
that the same deleterious substance is employed in making 
flannelette. The “ Warehouseman and Draper” has had a 
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_ sample of this fabric submitted to it, which, upon analysis, 
was found to be “loaded with chloride of zinc.” If the 
material were worn next the skin without washing, the conse- 
- quences, our authority believes, would be serious. After 
these exposures it is to be hoped that the manufacturers 
_ who have thus risked the credit of the retailers, and the 
health, if not the lives, of the purchasers, will cease to 
_ employ the dangerous poison in question. . 


HOW PONIES BECOME POLONIES. 


y TueE Birmingham meat inspectors have, says the “ Daily 
_ Mail,” seized a huge quantity of horseflesh which, it is said, 
was being manufactured into sausages, potted meats, 
_ polonies, and other toothsome dainties for Christmastide. 
‘Suspicion was some time ago aroused as to the nature of 
- a business which has been carried on in the district, and 
the inspectors kept the place under observation, with the 
- result that they discovered that large quantities of horse- 
flesh were being taken to the place and presumably used 
in the manufacture of the polonies, etc. 

-A summons was issued against the proprietor of the 
establishment, who, however, apparently thinking that dis- 
cretion was the better part of sausage-making, failed to 
appear. <A warrant has now been issued for his arrest. 


DAIRY FARMERS AND TUBERCULOSIS. 


~ Tue Council of the British Dairy Farmers’ Association 
have resolved to welcome and further any measure calcu- 
lated to secure the production and distribution of milk 
free from the virus of tuberculosis and other contagions. 
They consider that any measure which would effectively 
deal with tuberculosis should emanate from, and be carried 
out by the Board of Agriculture and the Local Government 
Board and apply to the whole country. Further they urge 
the necessity of including tuberculosis among the diseases 
now dealt with by the Board of Agriculture under the 
Diseases of Animals Act. 


: FALLACIES ABOUT ALBUMEN AND MEAT EXTRACTS, 


In the midst of the interest manifested recently in arti- 
ficial foods of which albumen is the’ principal constituent, 
the present position of the clinicians with regard to egg- 
albumen, one of the purest forms of natural albumen easily 
available for general use is a very interesting commentary 
on the subject. It has changed somewhat. from the tra- 
ditional medical opinion on the subject. A distinguished 
clinician, says the “ New York Medical News,” whose great 
fort is dietetics, remarked not long ago that he would as 
soon advise a patient with a delicate stomach, an invalid, 
or a convalescent to take raw meat as to take raw eggs. 
The primary coagulation of the albumen so easily accom- 
plished by means of heat calls for the expenditure of not a 
little vital energy. It is often not completely accomplished 
when digestion is weak, and so albumen passes through the 
digestive tract absolutely unassimilated, or is assimilated in 
a form in which it is unavailable for tissue metabolism, and 
is excreted by the kidneys in a form of alimentary albumin- 
uria. He considered, therefore, that the traditional pre- 

‘ scription of egg-nog, the eggs merely beaten up raw in milk, 
for invalids is a mistake. 


TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN BUTTER AND 
MARGARINE. 


Tue dairy department, U.S.A., has been experimenting 
with ether as a means of distinguishing between butter and 
oleomargarine, and says: “Take very small portions of 
butter and oleomargarine about the size of a pinhead, and 
place in separate spots on a clean piece of glass. A drop 
of ether placed on the butter will assume a wavy but some- 
what regular outline, while a drop placed on the oleomar- 
garine will have a ragged outline very much like the appear- 
ance of a cogwheel with the cogs sharpened to a point. 





WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Guildford, George Crouch, of the “Duke of Wel- 
lington,” was summoned by Frederic Cliffe, Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling diluted brandy.— 
The Inspector proved purchase, and put in the certificate 
of the public analyst, which stated that the strength of 
the spirit was 29 degrees under proof. There was 4 per 
cent. of water beyond that allowed by the Act.—Defendant 
said the brandy had been in the cask six weeks, and he 
could not account for its being so much under proof, except 
that it might be due to evaporation.—A fine of £1 was 
inflicted——Replying to the Bench on the question of eva- 
poration, Mr. Cliffe stated that the public analyst for Lan- 
cashire left an uncorked bottle of spirits in a cupboard for 
four weeks, and the amount of evaporation in that time 
was only one per cent. 


DISEASED MEAT. 


AT Newcastle Police Court, on December 13th, a man 
named Edward Lowrey, of Colliery Row, county of Durham, 
was charged with exposing for sale at the Cattle Market, 
one fore-quarter of beef which was unfit for food.—Mr, 
E. C. Sanders appeared to prosecute.—Inspector Hedley 
stated that on the rst inst. his attention was called to the 
beef, and he found it to be affected with tuberculosis.— 
Dr. Dixon, who was called in to examine the meat in the 
absence of Dr. Armstrong, stated that it was diseased and 
unfit for food.—The defendant contended that the meat 
was sound when he sent it to Newcastle, and a Witness 
named Edward Bainbridge stated that he had partaken of 
part of the meat, and found no cause. of complaint against 
it—The Bench ordered the defendants to pay a fine of 
4os. and costs. 

William McGinn, of Wigtonshire, was charged with 
sending thirteen carcases of pork to Newcastle which were 
not fit for human food.—Mr. Sanders prosecuted.—Dr. 
Armstrong, medical officer of health, and Mr. Elphick 
gave evidence to show that the pork was in a diseased 
condition.—The defendant stated that he was unaware that 
the pork was as described, or it would not have been sent. 
it—The Bench ordered the defendant ta pay a fine of 
45 and costs. 


MARGARINE. 


AT the West London Police Court, on December 17th, 
there were several summonses against Battersea tradesmen, 
issued by the Battersea Vestry, for selling margarine as 
butter—Mr. W. W. Young supported the summonses on 
behalf of the Vestry, and Mr. George Bell appeared to 
defend in the first summons, against Evan Williams, a 
grocer, of 27, Gideon Road, Battersea—At the outset; 
Mr. Bell took the objection that the summons was bad, on 
the ground that the time limit—z8 days—set down by 
the Act, had expired between the alleged commission of 
the offence and the issue of the summons.—Mr. Young 
submitted that that clause only applied to perishable ar- 
ticles —Mr. Plowden: Isn’t butter a perishable article >— 
Mr. Young: I submit not milk—not butter. The reason 
of the time limit is to ensure the proper condition of the 
article when it comes to be analysed.—Mr. Bell urged that ' 
the case of “ Dixon and Wells” was decisive in his favour. 
—Mr. Plowden observed that the Act gave no such reason 
for the time limit as that alleged by Mr. Young.—Mr. 
Young: All articles are perishable sooner or later.—Mr. 
Plowden: Some perish quicker than others. We all perish. 
—(Laughter.) I entertain no doubt about the matter, that 
it is a perishable article and that the summons was not 
taken out within the statutory 28 days. I shall dismiss 
the summons.—Mr. Bell: With costs?—Mr. Plowden: 
Yes, 21s.—Mr. Young applied for the adjournment sine die 
of the other summonses; but the magistrate refused to do 
that, and dismissed them all—Mr. Young hoped his wor- 
ship would grant a case on the question of whether butter 
was 2 perishable article or not-——Mr. Plowden: Oh, yes; 
it all turns on the immortality of a pat of butter.— 
(Laughter.) 









Ar the Warrington Police Court, on December roth, - 


‘would pay the penalty imposed on the defendant. 
_. Broadhurst was present, and said the wholesale dealer was 
to blame in the matter—The Bench characterised the 


Thomas Broadhurst, provision dealer, 82, Orford Lane, 


visited the shop, and in one corner saw a quantity of what — 
appeared to him, to be butter. He purchased a pound, 


and now produced the analyst’s certificate, which showed . 
that the sample contained 100 per cent. of margarine and 


70 per cent. of foreign fats. After receiving the certificate 


he again visited defendant’s shop, and there saw a 
quantity of margarine which was not labelled. He ascer- | 


tained that the wholesale dealer who supplied the eee 
rs. 


offence as a very serious one, and imposed a penalty cf 
4os. and costs in the firstycase, and 20s. and costs in the 


-second—a total of £3 18s. 


-- .At Lambeth, on December 14th, Mr. Denman was en-: 


‘gaged until late in the afternoon in disposing of several © 


summonses taken out by Mr. A. Ward, on behalf of the 
Butter Association, against traders for selling butter which 
had been adulterated by the admixture of foreign fats other 


than butter fat—Mr. W. T. Ricketts, solicitor to the Asso- 
ciation, appeared in support of the summonses. 


first defendant was Albert Percy Gravely, who was required 
to answer two summonses; one in respect of a sample taken 
at a shop owned by him in the Old Kent Road, and the 
other! arising out of a sample taken at another shop be- 
longing to him in Newington Butts——Mr. Ricketts stated 
that on November 3rd Mrs. White, who was in the employ 
of the Butter Association, went to the defendant’s shop in 
the Old Kent Road, and asked for half a pound of shilling 
butter. She was served from a lump of apparently butter, 
labelled “ Dorset.” Upon being analysed, the sample was 
found to consist of 22 per cent. of butter and 78 per cent. 
of margarine. After the sale, the defendant attended at 
the offices of the Association, and said the sale was an 
accident. In order to test his bona fides, Mrs. White 
went, three weeks later, to his Newington Butts shop, and 
was served with some shilling butter from a slab, which 
was labelled “Dorset.” The sample was analysed, and 
was found to contain 75 per cent. of margarine.—Mr. H. I. 
Sydney, who appeared for the defence, said the defendant 
had been in business for a number of years. He formerly 
looked after the shops himself; but since October last he 
had had them under management. If the summonses had 
been taken out under the Margarine Act the employés 
could have been made responsible ; but he was afraid that 
under the Food and Drugs. Act the defendant was liable 
for the acts of his servants—Mr. Denman fined the de- 
fendant 4os. and 33s. 6d. costs on the first summons, and £5 
and 12s. 6d. costs on the second. 


Albert James, of Lordship T.ane, was summoned for 


selling as butter a mixture containing 75 per cent. of mar- 


garine, and was ordered to pay a penalty of 4os. and 33s. 
6d. costs. 

Lewis Lewis, of Lordship Lane, was also fined 4os. and 
338. 6d. costs for a similar offence, the percentage of mar- 
garine in his case being 70 per cent. 

Henry Lane, of Lower Kennington Lane, was fined 4os. 
and 33s. 6d. costs for selling as butter a mixture contain- 
ing 75 per cent. of margarine. ‘ 

Edward Davies, of Stockwell Road, was summoned for 
selling as butter a mixture containing-66 per cent. of mar- 
garine.—The defendant said butter-was very dear just now. 
He had been able to sell it at 1s. per pound until lately. 
—Mr. Denman: I am not sure I ought not to increase the 
fine if that is your defence. It looks rather deliberate. 
Because the price of butter is rather high, you give them 
margarine.—The defendant was fined £3 and 33s. 6d. 
costs. 


John Evans, of Crampton Street, was fined 4os. and 


| 75 per cent. of margarine. ; 
was summoned for selling butter which contained 70 per 
cent. of foreign fats,.on November 23rd, and also for ex- 

‘posing margarine for sale which was unlabelled.—Inspector — 
_ Norman said the defendant kept a provision shop, and also 
held an outdoor beer license. On the date in question, he 
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Edward Morgan, of Newington Butts, appeared to 


“answer two summonses; one for selling as butter a mixture 
‘containing 94 per cent. of margarine, and the other for ex- 


| posing margarine for sale without having it labelled as re- — 


quired by the Margarine Act.—Mr. W. H. Armstrong de- — 
fended.—In this case there was a conflict of evidence as to — 
what took place when the sample was purchased, the defence _ 


being that it was sold as margarine in.a margarine paper.—In 


the result, the first summons was withdrawn, but on the ~ 


summons for exposing unlabelled margarine Mr. Denman _ 


ordered the defendant to pay a penalty of gos. and 33s. 6d. — 


costs. 


During the hearing ‘of the cases a question arose as to — 


whether the Association were entitled to separate costs in 
each case. MY +i SENS 

Mr. Ricketts pointed out that the Association incurred 
considerable expense. 


during the year. Each sample was analysed, and as a great 


many of the samples—in fact, the majority—proved | 


genuine, the expense had to be borne by the Association. 
Mr. Denman: It is an association of traders? — 


Mr. Ricketts replied in the affirmative, and, as show- 


ing that the Association showed no favour, mentioned 
that one of the defendants that afternoon was a member 


of it. . . 
_ Mr. Denman allowed, as shown above, costs in each 
case. ge: oe 
At Leeds, on December 13th, Alfred Carter, provision 
dealer, 212, Hunslet Road, was fined £7 and costs for 
having sold to W. B. Walker a pound of butter certified by 
the City Analyst to contain 78 per cent. of foreign fat. 


Armistead Carter, of 109, Dewsbury Road, trading as the 


Colonial Tea Stores, was fined a similar sum for a like 
offence, the amount of foreign matter in this instance being 
77 per cent—Thomas Henry Clay, grocer, of 31, Moor 


They took hundreds of samples 


Crescent Road, Hunslet, for selling a pound of butter certi- 
fied to contain 67 per cent. of foreign fat, was fined £1, — 


including costs.—Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, Deputy Town Clerk, 
prosecuted in all three cases. note 


AT Greenwich, on December 13th, John Behrens, of 


32, Octavius Street, Deptford, was summoned by the Green- 


wich Board of Works for selling butter admixed with 75 per 


cent. of margarine-—He said he did a small business, and — 


sold the article as he bought it—Mr. Kennedy fined the 
defendant 20s. and 2s. costs. 


At Greenwich, on December 15th, there were several — 


prosecutions, before Mr. d’Eyncourt, under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act,.at the instance of the Butter Associa- 
tion, for which Mr. Ricketts appeared.—John Morgan, of 
118, Trafalgar Road, was alleged to have sold margarine for 
butter, and attributed it to “a boy fresh from the country,” 
who sold 6d. margarine instead of 1s. butter—The Butter 
Association’s Inspector said he was served by a young man 
about 25 years of age, and the defendant said he was under 
z20.—Mr. d’Eyncourt remarked that the unsophisticated 


boy from the country was not produced, and fined the de- — 


fendant £10 and £2 2s. costs.— 





Messrs. Piper Brothers 


(Limited), High Street, Peckham, were summoned for sell- 
ing butter admixed with 80 per cent. of margarine.—Mr. - 


Beck, for the defence, called the manager of the shop, 
159, New Cross Road, where the sample was taken, and 


who stated that the article was sold by “a country fellow” 


in his absence. The young man who served the inspector 


took the article from an unlabelled tub under the counter ~ 


in error, having no salt butter on the block. The occur- 
rence had unnerved the young man, who had since left.— 
Mr. d’Eyncourt said it was unfortunate the unnerved young 
man was not present, and fined the defendants £15 and 
#2 28. costs. John Henry Milligan, of 883, Old Kent 
Road, was summoned for selling butter admixed with 75 
per cent. of margarine.—His defence was that after wash- 
ing down the place the tubs were put back in the wrong 
places.—Fined £5 and £2 2s. costs. Lydia Martin, 
of 75, Evelyn Street, Deptford, similarly summoned, made 
the same defence, and was fined 4os. and 4os. costs, 
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- Wm. Richard Paterson, of 102, Evelyn Street, Deptford, 

was summoned for 55 per cent. of adulteration—He was 
in the country at the time in consequence of family trouble, 

and a fine of £3, and £2 2s. costs, was imposed. 

. At Manchester, on.December 14th, Richard Thomas 

_ Whitham, grocer, of 3, Ribston Street, Hulme, was sum- 

_ moned under the Food and Drugs Act in respect of two 


_ samples of butter substance sold to Inspector Holland on 


_ November 18th. Mr. Rook prosecuted, on behalf of the 
_ City Council, Mr. Hockin appeared to defend, and Mr. 
_ Cobbett watched the case in the interests of the wholesale 
_ merchant in the matter. There were three summonses in 
respect to each sample—one being under the Food and 
Drugs Act, and two under the Margarine Act; one for 
_ having exposed for sale margarine which was not duly 
; -Jabelled, as required by the Act, and the other for not 
_ delivering the margarine to the purchaser in a labelled 
wrapper. — 
_. In opening the case on behalf of the prosecution, Mr. 
Rook said the defendant in that case was a provision dealer, 
_ having a place of business at 33, Ribston Street, Hulme. 
He was charged under the Food and Drugs and the Mar- 
_. garine Acts in respect of two samples of butter substance 
_ sold to the Inspector, and three summonses were issued in 
each case. He did not desire to get a penalty imposed 


_ under each summons. Yet the cases, to his mind, were. 


very serious ones, for a substance had been sold at 1s. 1d. 
per pound, yet the article was only worth 4d. or 5d. per 
pound. The matter was a very serious one indeed, and if 
tradesmen sold articles at such prices and of such quality 

they would soon make their fortunes. 

Inspector Holland was then called. He said the de- 
fendant was a grocer and provision dealer in Hulme. On 
Friday, November 18th, witness visited his shop about ten 
o’clock. in the morning. The defendant was in the shop. 

_ Witness saw_on the counter a dish of what appeared to 

_be butter, but it contained no label nor any price. He 

_ asked the defendant for a pound of the butter, and paid 
1s. 1d. for it. He then told the defendant he was an 
inspector, and had purchased the butter for analysis. He 
made the usual declaration, and labelled the sample 
“,294b.” There was a parcel of butter also on the 
counter, and witness purchased a pound of this, paying 
1s. 1d. for it, and labelling it “1,295b.” The defendant 
said he had obtained the butter from a wholesale dealer 
named Michael Keegan, of 4, Clifton Lane, Higher Brough- 
ton, a provision and butter merchant. 

Mr. Rook: He goes round and serves small shops? 

Witness: Yes. 

Continuing, witness said he was informed of the time 
when Mr. Keegan came round, and so, while at the de- 
fendant’s shop on the following Monday, he saw Keegan 
in the act of supplying him with butter. Witness pur- 
chased a pound of this, for which he paid 1s. 2d. This 
sample had been certified by the analyst to be. genuine. 

Mr, Hockin: Did Mr. Whitham give you every assist- 
ance? 

Witness: He did. 

Replying further, witness said the defendant said from 
whom he purchased the butter, and also stated the price 
he had given for it. This price, which was 11d. per pound, 
was at that time a fair wholesale price for butter, but a 
ridiculous price for margarine. 

Mr. Hockin: What price could he have got margarine 
for? 

Witness: About, 4d. or 5d. The defendant showed 

witness the invoice, and this proved what he had said about 
the purchase to be correct. 

’ Mr. Estcourt, the Manchester city analyst, was then 
called. He said the samples of butter substance which 
were marked “1,294b” and “1,295b” were identically the 
same in quality. They each contained 94 per cent. of 
foreign fat, and 6 per cent. of butter fat. 

Mr. Rook: As regards the price of the article? 

Mr. Estcourt: They should sell it at 6d. per pound. 

Mr. Rook: And the price the defendant paid for it? 

Mr. Estcourt: It is preposterous! 
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| should have got for 4d. or 5d. 


Mr. Hockin: He paid 11d. 


| Mr. Estcourt: That is so. 
Mr. Hockin, for the defence, said he did 


per pound for what he ‘ 


not defend 
in the ordinary way. He was there to explain the position _ 
of the defendant, and he took up that stand that whatever — 


the justices decided the penalty should be, he was instructed 


to recover the same from Keegan. 
defend in the ordinary way. He wanted to satify the magis- 
trates and the public that Mr. Whitham was an honest man. 
He had never been summoned before, and he objected to 


Therefore, he did not y. 


the proceedings that were then being taken. He had been 
trading with Mr. Keegan for a long time, and the samples 


taken by the inspector were parts of the butter he had 
bought from Mr. Keegan. He had shown to the inspector 


and the Court that day the invoice he had received from — 


Mr. Keegan, and there the entries were in Mr. Keegan’s _ 


own handwriting. He was glad that Mr. Whitham had 
had the candour and the caution to show the invoice to 
the inspector when he called. This invoice showed that 
Mr. Whitham’s statement was true, and that he did give 
11d. per pound for the butter substance. 
however, that day that the butter that the defendant had 
charged his customers 1s. 1d. for was not pure butter at all 
—no more butter than it was wood. He had not liked 
to make a statement without Mr. Keegan being present, 


and, therefore, he had caused him to be present on sub- 
poena. 


The defendant was then called. He said he remem- | 


bered the inspector calling upon him and obtaining the 
two samples of butter substance. What the inspector had said 
that day was perfectly true. At the time witness told him 


from whom he had bought the butter, and also showed him | 


the invoice, which was now handed in. 

Mr. Oppenheim: But there is something altered in this. 

Mr. Hockin: That is so. 
about the weight. 
_ Witness: That was altered by Mr. Keegan, who brough 
into the shop the wrong weight of butter. He made the 
alteration. 

Mr. Oppenheim: Oh, it is quite clear now. 

Witness, replying to other questions, said he believed 
the substance to be butter. He bought and sold it as 
such. Mr. Keegan had visited witness the day before the 
hearing of that case, and had asked witness to be lenient 
with him. 


Mr. Oppenheim: Did you purchase the butter from Mr. 


Keegan? This butter? 

Witness replied that he did. In fact, he had not bought 
butter from anyone else for a long time. 

Michael Keegan was then called. He said he was a 
wholesale provision merchant, carrying on business at 4, 
Clifden Lane, Higher Broughton. He had supplied the 
defendant with butter on and off for a long time. He could 
not say that he sold him that butter, nor could he swear that | 
the writing on the invoice was his. He, however, thought 
that he sold the defendant the butter, and believed that the 
writing on the invoice was his. 

Mr. Hocking: And have you heard to-day that the 
article is not butter? 

Witness: But I distinctly say that I did not sell it to 
him as butter. I don’t think it was my butter that the 
inspector took. . 

Mr. Rook: But what is the wholesale price of mar- 
garine ? 

Witness: It is all prices. 

Mr. Rook: But I don’t mean the mixtures. 

Witness: From 4d. to 8d. 

Asked if he had been in trouble before, witness said 
he had once or twice. He had been twice convicted. 

Mr. Rook: Are those the whole of the convictions? 

Witness said he had been three times fined—once for 
selling margarine not labelled. He had had a number 
of law actions, and had once arranged a compromise. 

The Bench said the case was one of an aggravated 
character. The defendant had been the victim, yet entirely 
misled by innocence. He would be fined £20 and costs 


They. had heard, 


It seems to be something 





and drove off. 
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in each case. The Bench had imposed such a penalty, 
thinking that the sum could be recovered from the wholesale 
merchant. _ : . 
Mr. Hockin: I think. we shall have no difficulty in the 
matter. . 


MILK. 


James BraDsHAW, a milk dealer, living in Tatton Street, 
was fined £3 and costs at the Salford Police Court, on 
December 14th, for refusing to allow Mr. James Crossley, 
an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for the borough, 
to take samples of his milk. On the 22nd November the 
defendant was delivering milk to customers in South Ann 
Street, when the inspector asked for samples. Instead of 
supplying them the defendant walked away, got into his cart, 
The inspector followed, and on overtaking 
the defendant remonstrated with him, and eventually the 
samples were supplied. 

At Lambeth, on December 15th, John Edge, of Golds- 
borough Road, Wandsworth, was summoned by Inspector 
Selby, of the Newington Vestry, for selling milk deficient 
in cream to the extent of 13 per cent.—On the 13th Novem- 
ber the defendant was hawking milk from a barrow in 
Grosvenor Terrace, Newington. Acting under the direc- 
tion of Inspector Selby a lady purchased a sample, which 
was submitted to the public analyst with the result stated 
on the summons.—The lady who made the purchase as- 
serted that she asked for a pennyworth of milk, but the 
defendant declared that all she asked for was “a penn’orth 
of that,” and said he gave her some good “ pudding” milk, 
which he was selling at the rate of threepence per quart.— 
Inspector Selby said the defendant was calling out, “ Pure 
country milk. Come and have it with its cream on.”— 


The defendant denied that statement.—Mr. Hopkins ordered | 


the defendant to pay a fine of 2os., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


MILK OF SULPHUR. 


At the Bradford City Court, on December 13th, J. S. 
Spence, grocer, of 48, Clayton Lane, Bradford, was sum- 
moned at the instance of Mr. G. H. Brayshaw, Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling adulterated milk 
of sulphur—Mr. F. Stevens (Deputy Town Clerk) pro- 
secuted. The case for the prosecution was that the defen- 
dant sold six ounces of milk of sulphur which, on being 
analysed, was found to consist of 50 per cent. of precipitated 
sulphur and 50 per cent. of sulphate of lime. Formerly 
there were no stringent legal limitations, but the last edition 
of the “British Pharmacopceia” provided that milk of 
sulphur should be free from non-volatile matter, such as 
sulphate of lime; in consequence the sale of such com- 
pounds as “milk of sulphur” is now illegal—For the de- 
fence Mr. J. Freeman pointed out that the defendant pur- 
chased the sulphur in 1896, and was quite ignorant that it 
was anything else than the right article—In cross-examina. 
tion by Mr. Freeman, the city analyst, Mr. F. W. Richard- 
son, F.I.C.R., admitted that at one time milk of sulphur 
was made in such a manner as to necessitate the presence 
of a large proportion of sulphate of lime, and agreed that 
this older preparation was more mixable with water and 
better to take than the purer and modern pharmacopceial 
article ; but Mr. Richardson refused to regard the presence 
of 50 per cent. of gypsum as other than “ objectionable,” 
for, with every full dose (60 grains) of the milk of sulphur, 
some 30 grains of the lime sulphate would be also taken. 
Refusing to accept the leading of the defendant’s solicitor, 
Mr. Richardson also asserted that, as the Pharmacopceias 
of 1867, 1885, and 1898 gave no process for the manufac- 
ture of an impure milk of sulphur, he considered that the 
production of such an article for therapeutical purposes 
was at least tacitly discouraged by the authorities.—It was 
agreed that there was no intention of fraud on the part 
of the defendant, and Mr. Stevens merely brought the case 
into court as a warning to the trade.—The magistrates con- 
victed the defendant, but intimated that, as it was the first 
case of the kind in the city, they would merely order him 


to pay the costs, 14s. 
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SANITARY CHANGES, 


Mr. Peston, one of the inspectors in the Cardiff — 
Health Department, has been successful, out of 55 appli- 


cants, for the appointment of sanitary inspector for the 
Vestry of St. Mary, Islington. Cardiff sanitary inspectors 
seem to be much. sought after. 
officer who has been taken away for promotion during the 
past few weeks. # yo-et, 


AERATION OF BUTTER. © 


AN interesting demonstration was given at Blanchards- 
town, Ireland, on December roth, in the practical working 
of a process for the purification of butter which is employed 
at their factory there by the Irish Aerated Butter Company. 


The work which the Irish Aerated Butter Company have _ 


set themselves to do is the production of the finest butter 
direct from the cream, the purification, blending, and 
standardising of various lower grades, and the preservation of 
cream for table consumption. 
inferior butters are elevated into a higher grade of quality, 
and in which the demonstration was most successfully and 
convincingly made on Saturday in the presence of many ex- 
perts, consists in melting the various butters in a suitable 
vessel carefully regulated as to temperature. 
liquid condition a water-spray plays upon its surface, so that 
the initial washing is given which forms a continuous feature 
of the process. Many impurities inherent even in the 
best made butters are removed even at this early stage. 
When satisfactory liquefaction and purifaction are attained 
the butter is run into a suitably designed vessel, in which it 


becomes emulsified in the presence of pure specially-' 


selected milk. Throughout these operations the various 
temperatures requisite for success are closely observed. 
The butter emulsion is now run into “ the aerators,” where a 
further washing by water and milk is supplemented by that 
of pure air drawn through the liquid in large volumes. A 
most perfect churning action takes place, wherein the air 
currents replace the ordinary beaters, and under their influ- 
ence the granular form is reassumed by the butter particles 
exactly as they were originally assumed in the chum. ~~ Un- 
der the pulsating action of the ascending air currents these 
granules rise and fall in a water bath constantly renewed, 
thus ensuring that any impurity which may have escaped 
removal by the previous operations is eliminated. The 
solid impurities have now passed into the bottom of the 
water baths and so out with the waste, while the volatile 
ones have been removed by the air. After the butter has 


been removed from the aerators it passes to and is worked — 


upon butter tables in the ordinary manner, but throughout 
the whole process it is not touched by hand. ~ One of the 
most unique, and certainly the most important point next 
to the purity of the article produced, is the effective manner 
by which the perfect blending of butters is attained, abso- 
lute uniformity of colour and texture being the result. This 
want of uniformity has been a most serious drawback to the 
butter industry in Ireland, and, indeed, of Great Britain 
also, as by the system hitherto in vogue in the blending 
factories various classes and grades of butter were simply 
mashed together with all their impurities disguised, but not 
removed. On Saturday butter of an unmistakably inferior 
quality was subjected to the process of aeration already de- 
scribed, and when at the end of the process the finished 
article came forth, it was perfectly plain to the most un- 
initiated person present that an undeniable success had been 
accomplished. In flavour, colour, appearance, and texture 
the remade article was really excellent, and certainiy very 
different: in every respect from the poor materials out of 
which it had been evolved. It may be mentioned that the 
process includes a number of patents held by the Globe 
Company, and amongst them the one upon which perhaps 
the greatest store is set is the invention of Mr. Harris, an 
Irishman who was present on Saturday. The Irish Aerated 
Butter Company have obtained from the Globe the patent 
rights for this cquntry, and already a factory has been 
equipped in Cork, and is securing results of a very satis- 
factory character. 


Mr. Preston is the third | 
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iad DUE TO MEAT POISONING. 


By HeErsert E. Duruam, M.A., M.B.CANTAB., 
ye: F.R.C.S.Enc. 


he é 


Tue history of our knowledge of the actual nature of 


a 


constitution to the vegetable alkaloids. 
‘ptomaines and leucomaines. 


meat poisoning dates from the discovery of a very character- 


istic bacillus by Gartner in the year 1888. Since then there 
has been a gradual accumulation of evidence upon the matter 
_ by means of careful bacteriological analysis in Belgium, 


Germany, Holland, and other countries. You will ob- 
serve—and it is with regret that I have to admit it—that 
: The early 
work which threw light on the nature of the poisons formed 
by bacteria resulted in the discovery of substances of similar 
These were called 
Bodies of this nature were 
extracted from a great variety of pure and impure cultiva- 
tions of bacteria in different substances. They were also 


_extracted—but not necessarily present previously—from 


other poisonous materials, such as snake poison. 


During the dozen years which have elapsed since the - 


_ classical observations of Brieger on ptomaines became 


known our knowledge has not been allowed to remain at 
a standstill. And we now know that there are far more 
important toxic products than these which result from 
bacterial life. They are different in their chemical con- 
stitution from the ptomaines, and are apparently more closely 
related to substances of an albuminoid or proteid nature. 
Their poisonous properties are extremely great; in many 


Instances the smallest fatal dose is but a fraction of a milli- 


-castor-oil seeds—are of a similar nature. 


gram (1 milligram: about 1-64 gr.) when introduced beneath 
the skin. It is now known that the poisons of venomous 
snakes, and of some vegetable products—as jequirity and 
But all these 
kinds of poisonous substances have only a comparatively 
indirect bearing upon the subject before us, and I have 
chiefly alluded to their existence on account of the usual 
practice in this country of calling all illness due to unsound 


meat as “ ptomaine poisoning.” 


The point which I desire to insist upon is that in out- 


_ breaks we have really to deal with actual infections by living 


-six of the pies without evil result). 


bacilli; just as after swallowing water or food infected with 
properly virulent cholera vibrios or typhoid bacilli, a person 
may be infected with cholera or typhoid, so after eating 
meat containing certain bacilli he may become infected with 
those bacilli, and show symptoms of what in severe cases 
may be called cholera nostras, for the want of a specific 
name. According to the dose, the virulence, and the sus- 
ceptibility of the patient, the result may be anything from a 
slight passing illness to a severe and rapidly fatal attack. 
I do not deny that it is possible that some cases may be 


‘due to the ingestion of bacterial products solely, but so far 
- we have no evidence that such cases exist; for those in 


which no satisfactory bacteriological evidence has been 
obtained must be disregarded. With the exception of 
Fischer, who asserts that he obtained a poisonous proteid 
substance from cultures of Gartner-like bacilli which with- 
stood one and a half hour’s boiling, all authorities are 
agreed that these toxins are destroyed by a few minutes’ 
exposure to such high temperatures. In the case of the 
veal pies. which caused illness here, it seems evident that 
those which had been sufficiently cooked contained no 
poisonous principle (one individual is said to have eaten 
It is a well-ascertained 
fact that comparatively enormous doses of toxins must be 
given by the mouth in order to produce results which are 
obtained by tiny doses administered under the skin (for ex- 
ample, snake venom). So far as I have been able to ascer- 
tain, the toxic action of ptomaines is based upon experi- 
mental injections; it would be interesting to know whether 
they exhibit poisonous properties when given by the mouth. 
In every instance where a careful bacteriological examination 
of fatal cases has been made, an actual infection has been 
proved to exist ; moreover, the precautions which will tend 
to prevent the occurrence of similar outbreaks of infection 
will also be of service when mere intoxications have ensued 
without any actual infection. 


‘before my investigation could be undertaken. 


_ other food (cut slices of ham 
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BACTERIA CONCERNED. 


‘The essential thing to know is what microbes are con- 
cerned with these outbreaks ; and I may state at once that 


we have not to do with the organisms of ordinary putrefac- 


tion; the offending meat is usually of good appearance, 
smell, and consistence. So far as our knowledge goes at 
present—and as yet we are but on the threshold of the 
matter—only two kihds of bacilli are’ definitely related to 
the causation of outbreaks of meat poisoning; one of these 
is the bacillus enteritidis first described by Gartner, the 
other is the anaérobic bacillus botulinus of van Ermen- 
ghem. Of these the bacillus of Gartner must be con- 
sidered the more important, and to it I shall confine my 
attention ; it has been found in more than a dozen epidemics _ 
——for instance, those worked out by van Ermenghem, 
Fischer, Gaffky, and Paak, Giinther, Holst, johne, Kaensche- 
and Poels and Dhont. My own personal experience is 
‘limited to four outbreaks with a total of 256 persons, of — 
-whom 9g died. _In the first of these, thanks to Dr. Steven- 
son, I was able to obtain a portion of the liver of a fatal. 
case, and to isolate the bacillus enteritidis from it, as well 
as to confirm the diagnosis by serum reactions in some of 
the patients; in the other three, serum diagnosis has alone 
-been possible, owing to the length of time which had elapsed 
In all of 
these the evidence given by this test points directly to the 
conclusion that the illness was likewise due to a variety of 
this same bacillus; and I have not the slightest doubt in 
my own mind that if I had been earlier in the field I should 
have found that the organs of those who died were swarm- 
ing with it. 


OUTBREAK IN CHADDERTON (OLDHAM). 


The Chadderton outbreak is that which interests us at 
present. Notes upon this outbreak have already been pub- 
lished by Drs. Bowes and Ashton. I obtained blood from 
Ig persons who had been attacked, and from one who, 
though he had. eaten of the incriminated veal pies, had 
suffered no ill-effects. The serum obtained from these 
sources was tested for clumping properties upon seven 
different varieties of the bacillus enteritidis, two varieties 
of typhoid bacillus, and another organism at the same time 
and previously a number (about 50) of control experiments 
have shown that the serum of normal persons has not any 
clumping effect upon these bacilli when properly diluted. 
In outbreaks like the present, it is essential that a number 
of different varieties of bacilli should be tested, as, indeed, 
is also the case when a diagnosis of typhoid fever—and not 
a mere discovery that a “reaction” is present—is to be 
made. The reason of this is that varieties can be ,differ- 
entiated by means of their conduct in the presence of im- 
munised sera although they are indistinguishable by ordinary 
cultured means. Every one of the samples taken from those 
who were ill gives positive reactions with certain of the 
varieties of the bacillus enteritidis. At a dilution of one 
per cent. none of them give any reaction with the typhoid 
bacillus, nor would a reaction be expected, for they react 
but slightly or not at all with the variety of B. enteritidis 
(Gartner) which is most affected by typhoid serum. The 
sample from the man who had no illeffects from his meal 
is perfectly negative in reaction, even at 1.20 dilution. The 
inference is that the epidemic was caused by the presence 
of the bacillus enteritidis. Have we evidence that this 
bacillus could have been disseminated in a living condition 
amongst the pies? There is no such absolute evidence as 
would have been afforded by the discovery of the bacillus 
itself. 

(1) We have the fact that four deaths occurred ; this 
leads to a legitimate conjecture, since, as I have already 
said, in all fatal cases which have been examined in other 
epidemics, living bacillus enteritidis has been found. 

(2) The fact that two persons became ill after eating 
and jam sandwiches) obtained 
from the same shop whence the fatal pies came. A slight 
contamination with dead bacterial products is not nearly 
so likely to have produced such serious effect as an infec- 
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tion of these foods with living bacilli; indeed, one of these . 


“persons: died. 


- selves. 


sufferer did not take meals in the: ‘house, where he acted as 


gardener, but he ate a piece of cake which had been placed 
_ in a barrow with the infected food from Saturday to Mon- 
day. » 


Here, again, though it is possible that only poison- 
‘ous products were soaked up by the cake, it is far more 


likely that a bacillary infection, with growth during the 
_ following two days, in reality took place.” 
was severely ill, and developed a good reaction towards the 
bacillus enteritidis. | 
(3) We have the consideration that a. | positive serum _ 
reaction was developed by the sufferers; although by in- 


Anyhow, the man 


gestion sterilised cultures of B. enteritidis are able to en- 


_ gender the formation of agglutinins, yet it is only when they 
_ are given in relatively large doses compared with the amount 
necessary in the case of living culture; and even then the 


agglutinins are not so abundantly produced as in the latter 
case. 
Next, let me say a few words concerning the pies them- 


concerning them. It appears that 160 pies were made from 
veal obtained from: the same calf (which was killed on 


~. Tuesday, the pies being made on the Thursday, and eaten 


chiefly on Friday and Saturday), the other ingredients being 
also the same (see Bowes and Ashton). They were baked 


“in three to five batches, and not all at the same time.” 


A batch would therefore have consisted of about 53 to 32 
pies. The total number of persons who became ill through 
eating the pies was 54; in some cases single pies were 
shared by from 2 to 4 persons, so that the number of 
infected ‘ones is rather less than 54. From these figures 
it is to be presumed that the whole of one batch was not 
sufficiently heated, for the fact that in one or two cases 
pies caused illness, although they were eaten whilst still 
warm from the baking, suggests strongly that the contamina- 
tion was not introduced at a subsequent period. 
fatal cases were due to pies which had been kept forty- 
eight or more hours; this points directly to the conclusion 
that living bacilli were present. Since the remaining 100 
or more pies. were eaten with perfect impunity, it is clear 
that they had been sufficiently heated to destroy living 
bacilli, and possibly also their products if present. The 
same may be said of the rest of the carcass, 
which caused no _ill-effects. Two circumstances 
lead me to suppose. that the. allowance of time 
for baking approaches the minimum; the first of these is 
that only twenty minutes are allowed, the temperature of 
the oven being 450 deg. to 400 deg. F. (about 230 deg. 
to 204 deg. C.), whilst, so far as I can gather, in domestic 
cookery fifty minutes is given as the least time even for a 
single small raised pie. The second is from an examina- 
tion of a veal pie kindly sent to me by Dr. Godson ;_ neither 
the crust nor the meat appeared to have been at all tho- 
roughly cooked. It had been bought on a Monday, and 
was submitted to bacteriological examination on Wednesday 
morning. The colonies which resulted from _ planting 
minute quantities of the jelly and of the meat were in- 
numerable ; those from the jelly and superficial part of the 
meat were different from those obtained from the deeper 
portion of the meat; whether the latter were present in a 
living condition when the pie was taken from the oven I am 
unable to say, but anyhow the meat did not seem to be com- 
pletely coagulated. An exposure of one minute to 70 
deg. C. is enough to kill the bacillus enteritidis (Basenau). 


DISEASE IN ANIMALS. 


In many of the known outbreaks the bacillus has not 
only been isolated from the organs of fatal cases but also 
from the suspected meat. It is also a striking fact that in 
all those cases where the. source of the illness could be 
traced out the animal which supplied the meat was itself 
in a diseased condition; indeed, cases are not unknown 
where the sale of the meat was forbidden owing to the 
condition of the animal, but was surreptitously put on the 
market in the form of sausage. The kinds of animal 
which, so far, have been proved to be at fault are especi- 
ally the cow and the calf ; the horse, pig, and goat have like- 


: A similar instance is Aibprdiad in another 
_ outbreak which I have recently been concerned with. One 


“I am indebted to Dr. Wilkinson for information | 


All the 


: 


wise contributed. to fatal ee sie 


(Van Ermenghem’s bacillus botulinus was associated ‘ 
ham; here the clinical ‘symptoms: are different: Kecnitigld a 
tion and nervous disorders) from those usually caused by 

. enteritidis.) Curiously, no case where mutton was con- 


cerned has yet been proved. ~ _ Still more curiously, pork 


only figures in one (Giinther’s) of the outbreaks which have — 


been worked out bacteriologically ; this is the more remark- 
able since Dr. Ballard’s review in the Local Government — 
Board Reports 1890-91 deals with 12 outbreaks, of which - 
10 were traceable to some form of pork, and only one eac 

to beef and veal. Theobald Smith has insisted on the — 


similarity between the hog cholera bacillus and the B. en-_ 


teritidis. In the epidemics which I have myself worked at ~ 


two were veal and beef, the other two are not’ directly trace- | 
able to any particular viand with absolute certainty. 
bit pies may be mentioned, but no bacrenclowcal evidence 


Rab- 


is as yet available. 
Next, I will call your attention to ee Saal which 


has been implicated in the dissemination of these infections. 


I refer to the illness known as “ psittacosis.” in France. | 
The following is a short review of the circumstances of the 
first epidemic. A consignment of 500 parrots was despatched 
from Buenos Ayres, of these only 200 survived to reach 
Paris on February 3rd, 1892; they were divided into two 
lots by the owners. Two epidemics localised about the 
dwellings to which the parrots were sent resulted in a total | 
of 42 cases of illness with 14 deaths. The next winter a 
fresh but less extended epidemic arose, the origin of which 
was also ascribed to a diseased parrot; at this time Nocard 


isolated a bacillus from the bone marrow of a parrot, which — 
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in cultural and morphological characteristics is identical — 


with the bacillus enteritidis described by Gartner five years 
before. In passing, I may note that the serum samples 

obtained from your fellow-townsmen show that the bacillus 

from which they suffered is not widely different from No- 

card’s variety of the bacillus enteritidis, though they react 

rather more strongly with certain other varieties with which 

I have tested them. It is quite certain that in some 

cases the birds were ill with diarrhoea, but the whole story 

is not very clear, and I feel by no means sure that in all 

the recorded outbreaks the birds were the prime cause. If 

I may make one suggestion in the event of any further out- 

break occurring, it would be to call attention to the fact that 

on board ship birds are put under the tender care of the- 
butcher, and their quarters are in close proximity to the 
“butcher’s shop; ” it is possible that the kernel of the mis- 

chief lies somewhere here. 

The French observers do not hesitate to affirm that the 
disease may be spread from one person to another by con- 
tact; this has also been described by two authors (Gartner 
and von Ermenghem) in meat. poisoning outbreaks due to 
the B. enteritidis and was thought to be the case in one of 
the epidemics which has engaged my attention; I must 
say, however, that the proof did not seem to be quite clear 
of possible fallacy. In the outbreak which you had in this 
town I made a good many inquiries to elicit information on 
this point, and, although in many cases more than one mem- 
ber of a family was affected, I was entirely unable to get 
any evidence of personal contagion, for those who had eaten 
veal pies suffered, those who had not escaped; so that if 
the disease is ever really contagious, it does not appear to 
be so at all commonly. 

.Our knowledge of the distribution of the bacillus is still 
far from complete; in a form of septicemia of calves, 
Thomassen has described a bacillus which falls under the 
name of B. enteritidis by its characters. | Basenau has also 
done some most valuable work in examining the flesh and 
organs of diseased animals brought to the slaughter-house 
in Amsterdam, wherefrom he has successfully isolated the 
B. enteritidis (B. morbificans bovis). The diseased condi- 
tions associated with subsequent effect on the eaters of the 
flesh may be shortly summed up as “ puerperal fever,” septi- 
cemia, “septicopyysemia,” diarrheea, and localised, suppura- 
tions ; beyond suspicions arising from the insanitary condi- 
tion in which some cowsheds are kept, we have no know- 
ledge of the mode of infection of the peccant beasts. 

(To be continued.) 


y 


, 
+ fe 


s 
" 







__~ WINCARNIS” — 
-UIRBIG'S BXTRACT OF MEAT & MALT WINE | 


sa | -—s— 18 THE FINEST TONIO IN THE WORLD. | 

_ OVER TWO THOUSAND TESTIMONIALS 
sss Hae been received from Medieal Men. 

_ SEVEN GOLD MEDALS AND ONE SILVER MEDAL 

tas | Have been awarded. 

eee Holt ae Boitles 2s. 9d. and 4s. Gd. everywhere. 


th pe oar 
+ ye Sole Manufacturers ; 
uY 


_ COLEMAN & CO., Limited, NORWICH and LONDON. 
ioe 2s. 9d. Bottle sent Post Free on receipt of 33 Stamps 














PF aie 


a. 





A ae ee ee 


wy. 


ITT heeeeeennennmrenmmmnmmenmemmmmennnen pee 


te J . 
My! vy t \ 


ss NOTICE TO READERS. 

_ Foop anD Sanitation will be forwarded post free at the 
- _ following rates :— 

| aia _ Three months = 1/8 

p ; : x oo 

z Wie Twelve ,, 22 


SS Postal Orders to be made payable to M. Henry, 4, Ave Maria 
Lane, London, E.C., to whom all communications for the Editor 
are to be addressed, — 


» Bound volumes of Vol. I., II., III., V., and VI. may 
_ bs obtained from E, W. Aven, 4, Ave Maria-lane, Paternoster- 
tow London, E.C. Price 5/- each. 


> 

om Binding Cases for Foop anp Sanitation, in cloth, gold 
- lettered, may now be obtained from E. W. ALLEN, 4, Ave Maria- 

lane, London, E.C. Price 1s. 6d. each. 











aie CONTENTS. 


| AGE 1251.—Inferior Belladonna Plaisters.—Public Abattoirs and 
the National Crusade against Consumption. 
»» 1252.—Whitechapel Board of Works and Public Abattoirs. 
; — Water at Spirit Prices. — Brewers’ Barrels as 
3A Measures. 
4, +1253.—Milk.—Prosecution for Formalin in Milk. 
» . 1254.—Coffee. — Margarine. 
1255.—An Abortive Vinegar Prosecution.—More Tinned Food 
Revelations.—Sweet Spirits of Nitre. 
1256.—Golden Syrup—Typhoid Fever by Impure Milk at 
Carmarthen. — Glamorgan County Council.—Milk 
and the Spread of Disease in Liverpool.—Is Arti- 
ficial Vanillin Poisonous. — Toxic Ptomaines of | 
f Poisoned Meat.—New Cure for Consumption. 
oy 1257.- Infected Milk Causes a Typhoid Outbreak in Aber- 
* deen. ~The Present Knowledge of Outbreaks due to 
Meat Poisoning (concluded). 





Sood and Sanitation. 


SATURDAY, DECEMBER 31st, 1898. 











SPECIAL NOTICE: 
‘CHANCE OF ADDRESS. 
All communications for the Ecitor of ‘‘Food and Sanitation” must be 


addressed to 
_ 4, AVE MARIA LANE, 
LONDON, E.C. 


See 
INFERIOR BELLADONNA PLAISTERS. 


IMPORTANT PROSECUTION. 





THE prosecution at Lambeth on December 22nd brings 
before the courts a class of breaches of the Adulteration 
Acts which has had a long run. 

Mr. Edward Thomas Pritchard, secretary to Day’s Metro- 
politan Drug Company, of St. Lawrence Road, Southamp- 
ton, was summoned, at the instance of the Camberwell 
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DANES SOTO jk a eral 


Vestry, for selling to the prejudice of the purchaser a cer- +e 
tain drug, to wit, belladonna plaister, which was not of the _ 
and quality of the article demanded by — 

the purchaser. . ae 
Mr. H. C. Biron appeared in support of the summons, _ 
and Mr. Muncashire defended. wae ease  - 

On the 21st October last Mr. C. H. Kerslake, an in- © 
spector in the service of the Vestry, caused some belladonna 
plaisters to be purchased at a shop in the Camberwell Road 
in the occupation of Day’s Metropolitan Drug Company, 
The purpose for which the purchase had been made was __ 
explained to,the manager of the shop, and ‘in pursuance of 
the provisions of the Food and Drugs Act, Inspector Kers- _ 
lake divided the plaisters which had been purchased into 
three portions, and left one with the manager of the. shop. te 
One of the remaining portions was submitted to the public. 
analyst for Camberwell (Dr. F. Teed), who gave a certificate 
showing that the plaister was only 40 per cent. of the _ 
strength laid down in the “ British Pharmacopeeia.” eb 

Dr. Teed, the analyst, Dr. F. Stevens, medical officer of 
health for Camberwell, and Dr. Alexander Smith were 
called in support of the summons.—In cross-examination 


by Mr. Muncashire, Dr. Teed stated that in making the 
analysis he employed Smith’s test, which was fairly accurate. 

Mr. Muncashire: It is an American test, is it not? Who 
is Smith ? . 

Dr. Teed: I really don’t know. (Laughter.) 

| In addressing the court for the defence, Mr. Muncashire be 

said he had two answers to the case; first, that the defen> © 
dants bought the goods with a warranty from the makers —~ 


that they were up to the standard of the “ British Pharma- | 
copoeia ; ” and, secondly, he should prove by witnesses that 


Smith’s test, which was the one adopted in this case, was a a 
perfectly unreliable test. ¥ 

The correspondence which the defendant company had 
with the London agents to the manufacturers of the plaisters = 
—an American firm—which they relied upon as containing =~ 


a warranty, was put in. ‘on 
Mr. Hopkins, after going through the correspondence, , 
said he had come to the conclusion that he ought to dis- : 
miss the summons upon the question of the guarantee. He % 
could not help thinking that the defendants, having bought 
an article about which they were by no means, certain, 
pressed the manufacturers and their agents to give them 
something to protect them on this side of the Atlantic from ee 
a prosecution under the Food and Drugs Act. There came = ks 
a time when it could not be denied that they got a guarantee, 
that the article was within the terms of the “ British Pharma- 
copceia.” He dismissed the summons all the more willingly 
because; after this case, and after the evidence which had 
been given, neither this company nor any other company 
would be able to say that these American belladonna a 
plaisters were of the strength prescribed by the “ British 
Pharmacopeeia.” Perhaps the effect of the publicity which Ron? 
would be given to the case would be to stop the sale in this 
country of these particular belladonna plaisters. 
Mr. Muncashire applied for costs, but Mr. Hopkins de-  . 
clined to allow any. 
It the effect of this case be not to stop the sale of such 
plaisters it ought to do so. 
Recent analyses of plaisters generally sold disclose thes 
fact that some are even worse than those forming the subject 
of the present prosecution, yielding less than one-fifth the 
percentage of alkaloids laid down in the 1898 “ British 
Pharmacopeeia.” The makers of these swindles should be 
promptly dealt with, and where such false warranties are 
produced the true offenders should be proceeded against. 


~ 





PUBLIC ABATTOIRS AND THE NATIONAL CRUSADE 
AGAINST CONSUMPTION. 


In the important speeches at the Marlborough House 
meeting on December 2oth there was too general an assump- 
tion that public abattoirs are a vital necessity. The ex- 
perience of Holborn does not prove this—it proves that 
what was there required was capable and adequate meat 


inspection. Islington has just followed Holborm’s example, 





; 


Holborn and is being done in Islington. 


Enid we think that, before at least one fnitfion Of: money Be: a 
spent in London public abattoirs, the vestries would, do 
well to appoint additional skilled inspectors, as was done in 


These should be 
‘specially trained men, and paid good salaries. | Thoroughly 
- adequate inspection, if it cost an extra £8,000 or so per 


5 year, would be better than the London County Council’s 


ay 


“ 


_ proposal to tax Londoners with £30,000 per year for public 
 abattoirs. If we can secure as good or better results for 
the smaller sum it is folly to spend the larger. Further, 
- the meeting scarcely realised what is fair to traders on this 
Ee nibstion, possibly to some extent by reason of the fact that 


j stock-breeders and dairy-farmers were interested and speak- 


as . 


‘S 


ev if they be diseased or not until they are slaughtered. 


ing, but no butchers. . When the noble stock-breeder ap- 
Bene the tuberculin test and finds his cattle diseased, does 
he cause them to be killed and buried? Not a bit of it! 
He causes them to be sold to the butcher, who cannot tell 
Their 


_ value may represent all the butcher’s available capital, and 


il 


why the butcher should be victimised and destroy the beasts 


_and himself for the public good is, perhaps, to be expected 


» before us in the foot and mouth disease. 
_ the noble stock-breeders could not dispose of their diseased 


in Utopia, but not anywhere else. We have the example 


There, because 


meat, they immediately voted themselves compensation. 


_ Butchers, however, do not throng the House of Lords, but 


_ they are equally entitled to compensation. 


We are as 
anxious as anyone to abolish consumption, but the more 
honestly and sensibly we go about it, and the more the pro- 


' posals appeal to every one’s sense of fairness the sooner will 


true progress in that direction be made. 


WHITEGHAPEL BOARD OF WORKS AND PUBLIC. 
ABATTOIRS. 


_ A DEPUTATION waited on the Board from the London 
Butchers’ Trade Society with reference to the proposal of 


- the London County Council to establish public slaughter- 


houses. 

Mr. Coggan, chairman of the London Butchers’ Trade 
Society, who acted as spokesman, said that the London 
County Council made no complaint as to the sanitary con- 
dition of the private slaughter-houses, which was all that 
could be desired, but based the grounds of their proposals 
rather on the assertion that animals were slaughtered suffer- 
ing from tuberculosis. He pointed out that during the 


- last 25 years tuberculosis had decreased considerably so 


far as regarded the consumption of meat. The proposal of 
the London County Council to erect six public abattoirs 
would involve an outlay of £1,000,000, or £30,000 a 
year. The private butchers did not object to inspection, 
and they suggested that instead of burdening the rate- 
payers with the enormous sum he had indicated, additional 
inspectors, involving an outlay of £6,000 should be ap- 
pointed. In most cases it had been found that public 
abattoirs had proved a failure. 

The deputation then withdrew, and the matter was re- 
ferred to the Public Health Committee. 

The Cattle Trade Section of the Chamber of Commerce 
wrote on the same subject, pointing out that private slaughter- 
houses had been erected at considerable expense, the plans 
had been adapted to the requirements of the London County 
Council, and that they were a great boon to the poor resi- 
dents. 

Mr. E. Woolf moved that the Board did not consider 
public abattoirs necessary for London, and that the London 
County Council be so informed. 

Mr. Johnson, L.C.C., hoped Mr. Woolf would add the 
words, “ For the present.” 

Mr. Woolf replied that he could not see his way to do 
this; and the motion was then carried. 


WATER AT SPIRIT PRICES. 


At Eastbourne, on December 23rd, William Frederick 
Walton, landlord of the “Lamb Hotel,” Old Town, was 
summoned for selling diluted whisky, which was 31.5 


degrees hice pie R EMT ‘F. La wson, Le 








William James Grant, Sanitary Inspec 
purchase of the whisky, and — “produced ‘certificates of 


analysis——The Town Clerk (Mr. H. W. Fovargue), who 
| prosecuted, stated that whisky was allowed to be only 
25. degrees under proof, and this was therefore 6.1 in- 


excess.—Defendant gave evidence, and said that he did | 
nothing to reduce the whisky from its proper strength 


from the time it arrived, and he attributed the cause: to 


the cask in which it was put.—Mr. Grant said he had 
frequently taken samples from the “Lamb Hotel ” pre- 
viously, and no complaint had been made.—Fined 20s. 


and costs, Mr. Mayhewe remarking that it was incumbent fa 


upon the man who sold whisky to see that he sold an 
article which came. within the statute. 


“ 


\ 


BREWERS’ BARRELS AS MEASURES. =) 


- IMPORTANT PROSECUTION. 


A CASE of importance to brewers” ‘and the licensed ~ 


trade generally was heard by the Daventry (Northampton- 
shire) magistrates last week. Messrs. Walker and 
Soames, brewers, of Long Buckby, were summoned, firstly 
for using an unjust measure, viz., a barrel which was defi- 
cient in capacity, at Weedon, on November 7th; and, 


secondly, for using a barrel which was not stamped by an | 


inspector under the Weights and Measures Act with a 
stamp of verification, as required by the Act. 

Mr. A. J. Darnell, Northampton, was instructed to. 
support the summonses, and Mr. W. A. Attenborough | 
represented the defendants.—Mr. Darnell explained the 


two sections of the Act under which proceedings were» 
taken, and said that if he obtained a conviction in the © 


first case, a conviction in the second must follow as a 
result. The facts of. the case were that on November 
7th defendants sent five barrels of mild ale to the Weedon 
Barracks canteen. On November 28th Mr. Mattinson, 
County Council Inspector, tested six barrels and one 
kilderkin, and found that five barrels were deficient in 
capacity. They were only proceeding in regard to one, 
which was found to be 17 pints short. A barrel should 
measure 36 gallons, and a kilderkin was half a barrel, 
or 18 gallons. The legal aspect of the question, broadly, 
was whether the barrel was a measure under the Weights 


and Measures Act, and of that he did not think. there 


could be a doubt, for this reason. An invoice was en- 
closed with the barrels when delivered, and the invoice 
showed the delivery as “5 36” mild ale. If it had been 
measured by gallons, and then transferred to the barrel, 
there could not have been the mistake which occurred 
in that instance, and he thought that showed that the 
barrel was used as a measure. 
of the wood or other cause led to the deficiency, but if 
the barrel had not been used as a measure they could not 


have sent out to the customer something representing ~ 


to' be 36 gallons when it was only 34. It was an im- 
portant matter for brewers, but more important to their 
customers, the public, and the inspectors of weights and 
measures. If the barrel were used as a measure, and 
beer put therein believing it to be a 36 gallon barrel,. 
there had been an offence in law, and he was bound to 
ask the Bench to convict—Mr. Thomas Mattinson, 
County Council Inspector of Weights and Measures, de- 
posed to examining six barrels and one kilderkin at Wee- 
don Barracks. He found five of the barrels short. One 
of the barrels and the kilderkin held too much. No. 4,421 
was two gallons one quart one gill short, No. 4,094 one 
gallon three quarts one pint short, No. 3,137 one gallon 
short, No. 3,143 two quarts one pint three gills short, 
and No. 4,036 two quarts short. He had the invoice 
produced handed to him. None of the barrels. were 
stamped, or had been verified by witness. 
known brewers’ casks to be stamped and verified, and 
did not think one of 50,000 was. It was usual to send 
round notices regarding the verification of weights and 
measures, but he had never sent notices to brewers. There 


He had never - | 


It might be that shrinkage . » 
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was no mention in the Act of a charge for stamping 


er 
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given in their circular regarding milk churns and measures 
of capacity.—Other evidence having been given, Mr. 
_ Attenborough addressed the magistrates for the defence. 
_. The main question, he said, was whether a cask was a 
measure under the Act, inasmuch as Mr. Darnell had 
fairly stated, they did not for one moment suggest that 
the deficiency was purposely caused, but happened 
_- through inadvertence. As regarded the question whether 
___ a brewer's cask was a measure or not, Mr. Attenborough 
said Mr. Mattinson had stated that brewers filled their 
barrels direct from the vat, and if that Bench were to 
decide that a barrel was a measure, and as such must be 
"> verified and stamped, it would entirely revolutionise the 
Re practice, which had existed ever since the Act came into 
__ operation in 1878. Mr. Mattinson had never known a 
cask. to be verified or stamped, and he contended that 
: 


if _ to the Board of Trade regulations. That was the charge 


_ alone showed that the Board of Trade and those who 
Carried out its regulations were of opinion that such a 
_. state of things was never contemplated by the Legislature 
and the Board of Trade. If the Act were intended to 
_ apply to brewers’ casks, they would have had numerous 
-. instances of brewers being requested to have their casks 
verified and stamped ; but Mr. Mattinson could not tell of 
a single instance, and it was not his practice to send out 
-_ notices to them that such should be done. 
ere The Bench retired, and were absent half an hour. On 
returning, Colonel Lowndes said they had given the case 
careful attention. As to the charge of using an unjust 
measure, they were unanimously of opinion that the 
barrel in question was used as a measure, as conclusively 
established by the invoice, and they fined the defendants 
- the full penalty of £5, and awarded the county inspector 
£3 9s. as his costs. As to the charge of using a measure 
which was unstamped, they were also of opinion that the 
law had been broken, and they would fine defendants the 
_nominal sum of £1 and 6s. costs. 


| 


MILK. 


‘At Castleford, on December 21st, William Hewitt, 
: farmer, Glass Houghton, was charged with selling adul- 
_ terated milk, in York Street, Castleford, on the 23rd 
October. 
seal all the three samples in the presence of the defendant. 
There were also two analyses—one by the Public Analyst, 
‘and the other by Mr. McBretney. For the defence, Mr. 
McBretney said his sample showed genuine, good milk, 
whilst that of the Public Analyst (Mr. Allen) showed the 
milk to be very inferior. He, however, did not think 
the seal on the bottle of milk he tested had been tampered 
with. The Bench decided to convict. Mr. Kemp, for 
the deferice, gave notice of appeal. Defendant. was fined 
the costs, £2 6s. 6d., or fourteen days. 


At Wednesbury, on December zoth, William Turner, 
Bloxwich Road, Walsall, trading as the Walsall Creamery 
Company, and Enoch Rudge, a man in his employ, were 
summoned for selling, at Wednesbury, milk adulterated 
with 24 per cent. of added water: The defence was that 
the milk was sold as supplied from a farm at Lichfield, 

but that the railway company would not allow the milk- 
cans to be fastened. The Stipendiary said he had pre- 
‘viously expressed the opinion that this was a great mis- 

take, and in the present case he believed Turner was 
innocent as a matter of fact, but guilty as a matter of 
law, as the vendor was held liable in any case where the 
milk was not absolutely pure when delivered to the 
public. . Turmer was fined £5 and costs, and Rudge 5s. 
and costs. 


Grorce Curtinc, milkman, of the Green, Ealing, 
was summoned to Brentford by Walter Tyler, inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling milk from 
which 28 per cent. of cream had been abstracted.—In- 


~ 
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barrels, but he should charge half a crown, according 


It was contended that the inspector did not | 





ha 


spector Tyler said there were convictions against the de- 





‘fendant for adulteration of milk, but this offence had — ; 


been committed forthe first time. He did not think it 
had been done through carelessness, but the reverse.— 
Defendant said his daughter, who usually attended the 


called. 
milk, and she was quite unaware of its condition. It. 


| came from the bottom of the can.—Defendant was fined 


50s. and costs. 


é 


shop, happened to be away at the time the inspector 
In consequence, another daughter served the 


At Worship Street, on December 22nd, Isaac jones;;, % 


milk-seller, of Columbia Road, Bethnal Green, was sum- 
moned, before Mr. Cluer, by Mr. Hetherington, superin- 
tendent of visitors for the School Board, for employing 
a boy of school age.—Last week a milk dealer, named 
Daniel Jones, was summoned for the offence, but Isaac 


Jones attended, and said he had employed the boy and 4 


given him rd. or 2d. for running about with the milk, as’ 
he (defendant) served it out. A summons was ordered > 


against him, and now the defendant went into the witness- x 


box, and, while admitting the employment on the day in 

question, said that he did not employ schoolboys as a rule, » 
and it was not the fact that he did a roaring trade in 

milk-vending by getting such boys to work for him. On_ 
this occasion he was Jate—Mr. Cluer: What do you 

mean by late?—The Defendant: I have certain work to 

get through in the morning.—Mr. Cluer: And you mean 

that, being lazy, you got the boy to help you, and break 

the law? Go back to Wales, and try it there——A fine 

of 40s. and two guineas as costs were imposed. 


/ 


Z \ 
A DISGRACEFUL CONDITION OF THINGS. 


Tuomas ENDERBY, dairyman, of 4, Lee Street, Lime-’ 
house, appeared before Mr. Dickinson, at Thames, on 
December 23rd, to answer two summonses for not being 
registered and for not adopting precautions necessary — 
for preserving the purity of the milk and for protecting 
it against contamination——Mr. Colman prosecuted on be- | 
half of the London County Council, and it was stated 
that the defendant carried on an extensive business, em- 
ploying no fewer than thirty hands. The yard, the in- 
spector. alleged, was in a filthy and defective condition, 
there being pools of semi-liquid mud about. The gully. 
was also half full of black mud. In the yard milk was 
stored, and there were also refrigerators there in which 
milk was cooled. The defendant was not registered, and 
when spoken to he admitted knowing that there were some 
regulations, but he had not troubled to inquire what they 
were.—For the defence it was stated the premises had 
been registered by a former occupier, and the place was 
in the same condition as it had been during the visits of 
many previous inspectors. Every precaution was taken 
to preserve the purity of the milk.—The defendant, in 
cross-examination, said he had been at the place as 
manager for seven years before purchasing the business. 
He disputed the statement that liquid mud was lying 
about the yard. He had a yardman to keep the yard 
clean.—Mr. Dickinson said the defendant ought to have 
known the regulations, and for that he would be fined 8s. 
and 2s. costs; but as regards the other summons a very 
bad case had been made out. For that he would have 
to pay 4os. and 2s. costs. 


PRIS) Sas RE 
PROSECUTION FOR FORMALIN IN MILK. 


At Liverpool, on December 21st, before Mr. W. J. 
Stewart, Samuel Wainwright, milk dealer, of 29, Athol 
Street, was summoned, under the Food and Drugs Act, for 
having sold separated milk which was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded. Mr. Cripps prosecuted, 
and Mr. Rudd defended. Mr. Cripps said the defendant 
was asked for separated milk, and gave as such a mixture 
of that and formalin. Formalin was a preservative, but 
milk did not need any. The use of formalin enabled stale 
milk to be sold as fresh, and tended to obviate the necessity 
of cleanliness in the dairy. It also rendered milk indi- 
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most objectionable when used in milk. 
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ists sth November last. 





was not injurious to health. 
the side of the cow against the chemist. 
eS _ formalin was injurious to health, and ought'not to be put 


* . 
Seauble, with” an irritant action ‘on wits mucous membrane, 


especially where young and delicate children were concerned. — 


Patton ‘of formalin stated to have been used in the milk 
Mr. Stewart said he was on 
He thought 


Notice 


into milk. He inflicted a fine of £5 and costs. 


of appeal was given. 


PETER Cummincs, Heath Street, was fined ros. and 153s. 
costs for selling milk not of the quality demanded on 1 the . 


30th November. 


COFFEE. 


Ar Birmingham, on December 23rd, Alfred Onions, 39, 
Great King Street, was summoned for selling coffee con- 
taining 75 per cent. of chicory. He pleaded that he had 


sold the mixture in exactly the same condition as he re- | 


ceived it, and that the wholesale house invoiced it to him as 
coffee. The Bench thought the wholesale firm should have 
an opportunity of giving any explanation they might have, 
and adjourned the case. Edward Clay, 59, Great Barr 
Street, was fined £5 and costs for selling coffee containing 





‘70 per cent. of chicory. . 


| MARGARINE. 


) At Liverpool, on December 21st, John C. Graham, 
Robson Street, was fined 20s. and 17s. costs for selling mar- 

_ garine as butter, and 5s. and 15s. costs for not dre the 
mixture properly labelled. 


Mary ExizABETH Taytor, Whitefield Ral, was fined 
2os. and 17s. costs for selling unlabelled margarine. 


At Worship’Street, on December 22nd, Henry Shipman, 
of Columbia Road, said that butter was very dear now, 
and he had no other excuse for selling margarine as butter. 
He was fined £4. John Evans, of Cheshire Street, was 
fined 30s. Ernest Roberts, 420, Bethnal Green Road, 
who pleaded guilty, was proved to have been fined in May 
£3 and in November last £6 for similar offences. He 
was now fined £10. John George Robinson, 89, Grove 
Road, was fined £3. 


AT Bristol Police Court, on December 21st, the May- 
pole Dairy Company, Limited, having a branch at Wells 
Road, Totterdown, were summoned for selling margarine as 
butter; on the 22nd ult. 

Mr. Ricketts, of London, defended, and Mr. 
Wansbrough prosecuted. 

Mrs. Mary Holt said that on the 22nd of November, at 
6.45 in the evening, she went, in company with Mr. Simp- 
son, inspector of food and drugs, to the shop of the Maypole 
Dairy Company, in Wells Road, and asked for half a pound 
of butter at one shilling the pound. This was given her, 
and she paid 6d. for it. She then handed the package to 
Mr. Simpson, and told him that it:had been given her as 
half a pound of shilling butter. When Mr, Simpson said 
who he was, and offered to divide the butter, the man who 
had served her said that it was margarine. Later the man 
said that he had told witness that it was margarine, and on 
witness denying it, he added that he supposed she did not 
hear him. 

Cross-examined: She could ‘not say whether the mar- 
garine to which the man pointed had tickets with the prices 
ts., rod., and 8d. on them. If she had watched the man’s 
movements she could have seen where he took the butter 
from, and if he had taken it from the margarine stand, and 











Fiver: 


“a - Inspector Baker, of the Corporation Department, proved the. - shilling butter. is margarine, 
__ purchase of the milk Bg the defendant’s premises on the | 
: Mr. W. Collingwood Williams, public | 
analyst and Professor Boyce, Professor of Pathology at | 
_ University College, gave evidence in ‘support of the prose- | 
-cution, asserting that formalin was quite unnecessary and. 
Though not as yet 
ie very common, its use was on the increase in Liverpool. | 
' For the defence Mr. Davies, analytical chemist, and Dr. | 
‘Barron gave evidence, expressing the opinion that the pro- 





*“ Our one shilling butter is margarine.” 





she had been watc ig him 
on the butter. She did 08 





bought | at TS. tae poun his. 
knew. s te SN He, 
Inspector Simpson said tha on the wena question ae ; 





gave Mrs. Holt instructions, and saw her go: into morahape 


‘Shortly after he also went in, and after. he had received the 


‘parcel of butter from’ Mrs. Holt he told the shopman that 
he wanted the butter for analysis, and the latter then said 


words to the effect that the article was margarine. Mar- 
garine could be bought at from 4d. per pound upwards, as 


garine 100 per cent. 


Teh th ee - ies 


; 


high as a shilling. The analy certificate showed mar- ‘ 















Cross-examined : ‘He did cin see aye big margarine bill M4 


‘on the stand till it was pointed out to him. This le me 4 
quite two yards from where Mrs. Holt stood. 
For the defence, Mr. Ricketts contended. that ne ‘gals 


was not to the prejudice of the purchaser. 






x There was no | 


prejudice if the purchaser either knew, or fairly had the © %4 


means of knowing, that the article was. margarine. 
he maintained, was so. 
pany were bound by agreement to observe the Margarine 

Act, and to otherwise conduct the business rightly and pro- | 
perly. 
carefully arranged so that at one end of the counter pure 
butter alone was sold, and at the other end margarine. — 


satisfactory. He maintained that the shopman said to her, 
‘He received no 
answer, and consequently the shopman thought that she — 
understood that it was margarine. 
disclosure—first, the verbal notice by the shopman; 


This, — oH 
Again, the managers of the com- _ 
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Proper tickets were supplied, and the shops were _ 
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He 
‘criticised the evidence of Mrs. Holt, which, he felt, was un- — 
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There was a threefold — , 


secondly, that a large bill, capable of ordinary observation, 


was posted ; 
livered with the butter. 


and thirdly, that a Set Eas label was de-_ e: 


cS 


Charles Duke, manager of the Wells Road branch of the x. 


company, supported the statement, and said that the pur-~ 


chaser must have heard him say that the shilling article : 


was margarine, whilst the bills and labels were quite easy 
to see. The real butter was sold at the other end of the 
counter, near the door. At this season of the year they — 
did not sell real butter at a shilling the pound, but they had — 
instructions to tell customers that their shilling article was — 
margarine. 


margarine. He should not be surprised to hear that it 


only contained 25 per cent. of butter, but he had heard of — 


margarine with 75 per cent. of butter in it. He did not. 


What was sold to Mrs. Holt was their best ~ 
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remember a Miss Allen coming into the shop the week be- 
fore and asking for ts. butter, and serving her with mar- | 


garine. He denied that on the 15th of November any* 
labels marked “ Butter 1s. the pound” were exposed in ata 
shop. 

After other ev Hs had been called, ‘he Bench retired 
to consider. 
that butter had been asked for, and margarine supplied. 
They would have to convict, but they desired to say that 
the defendant company took every precaution to see that 
margarine was not sold as butter. A fine of three guineas, 
and three guineas costs, would be imposed. 


SARAH ANN CHIVERS was summoned for selling mar- 
garine without proper labels, on the 22nd of November, and 
also for selling margarine as butter. Fined ros. and costs 
in each case. 


At the Oldham Police Court, on December 22nd, James 
Hegerty was summoned, at the instance of the Oldham - 
Medical Officer of Health, for selling adulterated butter. — 
On the 18th November Dr. Wilkinson sent a woman to 
make a purchase of a pound of fine kiel butter at 9d. per 
lb. The shop was at 145, Manchester Street, and the busi- 
ness was carried on under the style of the Irish Market. 


The woman purchased the butter, and on the article being ~ 


analysed the certificate stated that it was composed of 82 
per cent. of foreign fat and 18 per cent. of butter fat, it 
being known as margarine. There was a screen at the 
rear of the shop, and no person intending to make a pur- 
chase could see where it was taken from.—Dr. Wilkinson 


On returning they said that it was admitted | 
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—Mr. Fripp: Was it muslin? Witness: I 


know, ‘IT am not an expert in it. (Laughter.)—The 









ight from behind the screen? 
could not see it through the screen, I saw it from 
of the screen.—For the defence Mr. Fripp said 
was no doubt that through the carelessness of the 
ts he had sold the margarine in mistake for butter.— 
ench inflicted a penalty of £10 and all costs. 
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AN ABORTIVE VINEGAR PROSECUTION. 


~ Ar Bristol, on December 21st, John Derby, general 
eeper, St. John’s Lane, Bedminster, was summoned 
selling vinegar which was not of the nature, substance, 
quality demanded. ts ‘ 


easy 


‘Mr. H. R. Wansbrough prosecuted, and Mr. B. R. 
shell (instructed by Mr. Mosely) defended. __ 
Mr. F. 'W. Simpson, inspector of food and drugs, sa‘*d 


n the 22nd ult., Mrs. Holt, under his instructions, 











vinegar. A girl drew it from a cask, and Mrs. Holt paid 
(ted. for it, the price of good malt vinegar. On entering 
the shop defendant said to witness, “ This is distilled wood 
vinegar.” He was told that he sold it as good vinegar, 
d he then added that he thought it was all right if he put 
ard up. Witness did not see a card attached to the cask 
»* stating that it was distilled wood vinegar; but there was a 
‘card hung on a shelf about a yard away. 
-' — Mr. F. W. Stoddart, city analyst, said that there was no 
true vinegar in the sample. © There was 98.95 per cent. 
of dilute acetic acid, and 1.05 colouring matter in the sam- 
le. The quantity of acetic acid was about right, but there 
rere none of the volatile products of fermentation which 
gave vinegar its peculiar flavour. There was nothing at 
all injurious to health in this vinegar. He should not call 
_ it vinegar at all. There was no definition in the “ British 
_ Pharmacopeeia” of vinegar, but there was a recognised de- 
_ finition amongst men who had studied the subject. 
_ For the defence, Mr. Vachell contended that if malt 
_. vinegar had been asked for, and something else had been 
given, there might have been an offence. But. what they 
were asked to say was that an article which had its proper 
__ proportion of acetic acid, and was known and sold as vinegar 
all over the world, was not vinegar at all. No one knew 
_ what vinegar was at all. 
Pi) _ Dr. E. H. Cook, scientist, said that the sample of the 
- ‘article in question was what was commonly known as 
_ vinegar. The basis of all vinegars was acetic acid, and this 
sample contained a fair amount of it. He saw nothing 
_- prejudicial to the buyer in acetic acid being got from dis- 
tillation rather than fermentation. The flavour of brewed 
vinegar depended upon what the article was brewed from. 
The Bench, after carefully considering the case, said 
that they had come to the conclusion that the summons must 
be dismissed, with no costs. 
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MORE TINNED FOOD REVELATIONS. 


-. Ar Greenwich Police-court, on December 2tist, 
_. Charles W. Baxter, of Maud Street, Camberwell, was 
summoned, before Mr. Kennedy, in two cases, by the 
- Rotherhithe Vestry, for having (1) deposited for sale at 
- 28, Paradise Street, Rotherhithe, tinned meat, fish, soup, 
: hte and condensed milk, the same being unfit for food ; 
and (2) for selling tins of fish and condensed milk also 
unfit for human food. 

_ Mr. Stokes prosecuted for the Vestry, and Mr. Scard 
defended. | 
Mr. Stokes said the defendant sold the business 1 
Paradise Street to a Mrs. Grant, on November 23rd. On 
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the shop, and, at Mrs. Grant's request, examined t 
tins. He had to defer part of the examination until the 
next day on account of the smell. to eS a eer 

Thomas Davies, sanitary inspector, said the premises 
were kept as a general shop. He went to the place 
two ‘or three occasions, and seized over 1,100 tins of fi 
soup, meat, tomato, and milk. They stank | badly, and 
the smell was sickening. The witness called the medica 
officer of health, and subsequently brought the tins 1 
the magistrate, who condemned the goods. re 

Mr. Kennedy: Yes, and ‘I was nearly made sick. 

Mr. Davies, cross-examined, said some of the thin 
were in the back of the premises, but the greater part 
MEE in nk prea canes were 444 tins in the scullery, 
and 239 tins included in the summons had been. to 
Mrs. Grant with the b a Se ee 
window. f 

__ Mrs. Grant deposed to purchasing the business. She 
did not want to take any tinned goods, but’ purchased: 
some at the defendant’s suggestion. He did not sell all 
the tins to her, and when she spoke to him about the 
smell from those at the bac, he asked her to send to the 
Vestry to remove them, and he would pay the cost. 

_Mr..Scard argued that’ the defendant never intended 
those not included in the sale to Mrs. Grant to be offered” 
for sale for food, and with regard to the others, he had ~ 
no reason to believe they were bad. ns 

The defendant said he kept the shop for ten months, 
and had no reason to think the goods were bad. He 
always preferred to open tins for customers. He had — 
not noticed any smell from them. . : 

Mrs. Norton, manager for the defendant, gave similar 
evidence. . 

Mr. Davies, recalled, said some of the tins were what 
was known as “blown” tins. By a careful contrivance — 
the bad gas was extracted from the tins, and.the pin- 
prick sealed over. This was generally done by the 
middleman. ay 

Mr. Kennedy said these were horrible revelations of © 
what could be sold to the poor people of Rotherhithe. 
The defendant’s suspicions must have been aroused, and 
he had not satisfied him (the magistrate). The sale of 
this stuff in a poor neighbourhood could not be passed 
over lightly, and the defendant would be fined £50 in 
each of the two cases, or one month in each. If he could 
find the man who pricked the blown tins he would give 
him six months. om 

Notice of appeal was given. 
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SWEET SPIRITS OF NITRE. 


At Clerkenwell, on December 21st, Mr. Bros heard 
a summons against Parkes’ Drug Stores (Limited), of 1, 
Electric Avenue, Brixton, for having sold at premises in 
Holloway Road, on November roth, sweet spirits of nitre 
which was deficient in ethyl nitrite to the extent of 31 
per cent. of the proper minimum amount prescribed by 
the British Pharmacopceia. © Dr. White prosecuted on ~ 
behalf of the Islington Vestry; and Mr. Hoddinott ap- 
peared for the defendant company. Three ounces. of 
spirits of nitre were purchased by Inspector Cowling, 
appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. It. 
was divided into three parts, each part being placed in 
a 302. bottle. An analysis of one of the samples by Dr. 
Teed showed a deficiency in ethyl nitrite of 31 per cent, 
For the defence, Mr. Hoddinott argued that ethyl nitrite 
was of an extremely volatile character, and the fact that 
roz. was placed in a 30z. bottle encouraged evaporation. 
Evidence was given by Mr. Lorimer, manufacturing 
chemist, that the spirits of nitre was supplied by him to 
the defendant company, and. was made up to the maxt 
mum strength mentioned in the Pharmacopoeia. It was 
extremely difficult to keep it up to the standard. A fine 
of £1 and £2 2s. costs was imposed. 


\ 





GOLDEN SYRUP. 


ae “yt Ron selling as golden syrup an article containing 83 | 
— per cent. of glucose, Charles Griffin, of Spa Road, Ber- 
a Rae was fined £3, with 2s. costs, at Southwark, on 


be ecenver 22nd. © Notice of appeal was given. 


3 . TYPHOID FEVER BY IMPURE MILK AT CARMARTHEN. 


Ar a special meeting of the Carmarthen Town Council 


oe Sune mayor (Mr. J. Lewis) presiding, the sanitary inspector 
bee (Mr. J. Evans) reported having forwarded to the public 
sam -analyst a sample of water which he had taken from the 
ee pump of Gorse Farmyard, near the South Wales Training 
a ‘College. It was rather a singular coincidence that the 
4 _ very milk which came from that farm had been used at 
te » houses in which two cases of typhoid fever (now sup- 

_ pressed) had been discovered. The analyst reported that 
3 “the results of the analysis of the water marked ‘ Gorse 
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Farm’ are highly suspicious of sewage pollution. In my 
opinion it is not fit for drinking purposes, and I do not 
_ gonsider that such a supply should be used in carrying on 
a dairy business.”.—The opinion of the town-clerk (Mr. 
R. M. Thomas) was that it was very suspicious, but it 
was really difficult to say whether typhoid really arose from 
the use of the milk.—Anyhow, the Council decided that | 
notice should be given the dairyman to discontinue the 


-.use of the water, the town-clerk being instructed to com- 


municate with the landlord of the farm with a view to 


getting him to provide a pure supply. 


GLAMORGAN COUNTY COUNCIL. 
BACTERIOLOGIST APPOINTED. 


‘Five of the 23 applicants for the post of county bac- 


_. teriologist as selected by the Sanitary Committee attended 


before the Council. The appointment is at a salary of 
£250 a year. The following were duly proposed and 
seconded: Mr. Thomas Bowhill, Mr. T. H. Lloyd, Peny- 
graig, and Mr. D. Lloyd Smith. The final voting showed 
that Mr. Bowhill had been elected by 45 votes to 27 for 


. Mr. T. H. Lloyd. 


MILK AND THE SPREAD OF DISEASE IN LIVERPOOL. 


, ACTING upon a_ report of the medical officer, the 
Health Committee have recommended the Corporation 
to seek parliamentary powers for protecting the public 
against the spread of disease by the sale of milk from 
diseased cows. It is intended to take samples of milk 
for bacteriological examination, to send specially-author- 
ised inspectors to examine cowsheds within the city, to 
prevent the milk of affected cows being sent for sale into 
Liverpool, and to ask for the imposition of penalties. 


IS ARTIFICIAL VANILLIN POISONOUS. 


RECENTLY in Vienna a number of mysterious poison- 
ing cases seemed to result from the liberal eating of ices 
end confections flayoured with vanilla. Investigations 
was thereupon directed to the, possible use of artificial 
vanillin as the cause of the trouble, but without any de- 
finite results. No thought was given to the possible for- 
mation of poisonous ptomaines which have in this country 


| certain chemical ‘cansonnaenae eae ae a 








been so often proved a source of great danger. 

Artificial vanillin is mainly produced from oleaginous, 
gummy and balsamic substances possessed of an aromatic 
stereoptin constituent known as cardol. Cardol is recog- 
nised, of course, as being highly toxic, but so, too, is hy- 
drocyanic acid, a constituent to which many of our de- 
licious fruits owe their flavour. It cannot therefore be 
well shown that cardol is a factor in poisoning from 
vanillin (should it result), unless it can be shown that, 
first, cardol is present in artificial vanillin in appreciable | 
quantities, and second, that in the manufacture of vanillin | 


combination of free and ready solubility i is “hads “<u 4. 
Some time ago it was stated that acetanilid was some- 
times an adulterant: of vanillin, but ice” cream made with — 





vanillin so adulterated would not contain enough of the 
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; adulterant’ to peas the compound poisonous. +, iS 


TOXIC PTOMAINES OF POISONED MEAT. oe a 


Van ERMENGLIN (“ Jour. de Pharm.”) states that. the! K 
toxic ptomaines 


sometimes found in preserved meats, 


hams, game pies, etc., are due to the presence of a specific 


organism, Bacillus Holulinus. ‘The soluble ptomaine it 


secretes, called boluline by the author, is stated to be so 


intensely toxic that one-thousandth part of a milligram 
killed a rabbit in twenty-four hours. Fortunately, this, 
ptomaine is destroyed at a temperature of 60 to 70 deg. 
C., and the bacillus which produces it at 85 deg. Cy 30 
that thorough cooking will remove all danger in the case 
of salted or smoked meats. 
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In this connection it is interesting to repait that a : 


recent issue of the “ Journal of the American Medical Asso- — 
ciation” records’ cases of ptomaine poisoning. resulting ~ 


from supposedly fresh ham. Within a few hours after — 


eating a number of persons became ill and suffered with | 
intense pains in the abdominal region, accompanied by 
nausea and vomiting. A day or two later another family. \ 
bought ham from the same grocer, and after the two 
elder sons had eaten of it for lunch they were shortly after _ 
likewise afflicted. The following morning two daughters — 
and a younger son ate of the ham, and were shortly after- 
ward seized with” similar symptoms. All these cases, 
however, terminated favourably. 


THE DirFERENCE.—Alphonse Karr, talking of food — 
adulteration, remarked, “It’s very curious, isn’t it? If I 
poison my grocer, the very lightest sentence would be_ 
hard labour for life. 


that’s a different thing! He is fined forty francs!” . ; 


But if my grocer poisons me—ah! ~ 
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NEW CURE FOR CONSUMPTION. 


Some interesting reports have been current recently con- — 


cerning the discovery by a Russian physician of a new 
method of treating consumption, which is said to have al-. 
ready given brilliant results. 
states that the experiments made by Dr. Lovsky with natrum ~ 
cinnamylicum have turned out very well. I am, of course, 
not a medical expert, and therefore I can only write of 
what I heard at a recent meeting of the Society of Medicine 
in this country, at which Dr. Loysky presented an account of 
his discovery. He gave particulars of five cases upon which — 


The “Daily Telegraph” — ; 
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he had produced visible effects by injections of natrum ~ 


cinnamylicum. 
At the outset the doctor stated that at” the beginning’ 
of the treatment all the patients were suffering from what 


2 


the faculty regarded as the most painful form of tuberculosis, _ 


but that in the course of a short period their health was re- 
established sufficiently to enable them to return to work. 
He said that treatment by natrum cinnamylicum in the form 
of balsam of Peru had been tried by Landerer in 1888 in ~ 
cases of surgical tuberculosis. He used the balsam as an 
emulsion with gum arabic, and tried it with success in 170 
cases. Following Landerer, a whole series of medical m: 
carried on experiments, trying also other preparations of the 
balsam, and in 1897 works were published on the subject 
by Dr. Goutcharenko and other doctors. In all cases the 
results were favourable, and this circumstance induced Dr. 
Lovsky to undertake his essays, using injections under the 
shoulder blade. The invalids were divided into three 
categories. First, those with changes in the tops of the 
lungs, both with and without hollows. Secondly, those with_ 
changes, not only in the tops, but in the other parts of the 
_ lungs. ‘Thirdly, those with the dangerous form of gallop- 
ing consumption. 

The results obtained were as follows: 
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having felt relief, came no more for treatment. The rest 
were present at the meeting of the society. Of these 
patients, No. 1, a poor man, who often had no regular nour- 
_ ishment, came to Dr. Lovsky in March of the present year. 
_ He had a strong cough, severe perspiration and feverish- 
‘ness, diminution of vital power had prevented him from 
following his business, and the diagnosis clearly showed that 
he was suffering from tuberculosis. The injections of 
_matrum cinnamylicum were commenced on March 1sth, 
- and were repeated every three or four days. For the first 
_ two months there was no sign of amelioration in his condi- 
_ tion, but afterwards it soon appeared and the symptoms sub- 
» sided. He gained 8 Ibs. in weight, despite his insufficient 
_ food, and he is now in good health, and able to follow his 
occupation. From March 15th to the present time he has 
Teceived fifty-three injections in the region of the shoulder 
~ blade. ; 
___ Patient No. 2 was in a very bad way, and galloping con- 
-- sumption was even feared. In April last he had four in- 
7 Sections and was ordered to drink koumiss. His condition 
/ soon improved, and although bacilli are still to be detected, 
feet are far less numerous, and he seems to be getting on 
~ well. 
Patient No. 3° was a young man twenty-eight years of 
ege. His treatment began on September 15th, and by 
_ November 22nd his weight had increased, and although his 
state had been very grave, the bacilli had disappeared at 
_ the end of eighty days, he felt well, and was able to work. 
3 _ The other cases were of a similar character. 







CAUSES A TYPHOID OUTBREAK 
IN. ABERDEEN. 


a PROFESSOR MaTTHEW Hay, Medical Officer of Health 
__ for Aberdeen, reported to the Town Council that typhoid 
_ fever is giving the Health Department much concern at 

In his official report, Dr. Hay states that during 


INFECTED MILK 


_ present. 
_ the past month 30 cases of this fever were reported or dis- 
covered, which. represents an increase of 10 as compared 
with the preceding month, and of 24 as compared 
_ with November of last year. Within the last three months 
_ there have been altogether 80 cases of typhoid, or consider- 
ably more than during the whole of last year. The large 
increase in September was traced to an infected milk supply 
_ from two adjacent dairies in the Spital, which were subse- 
_ quently closed. The sharp increase during the past month 
has also been traced to a milk supply in the Rosemount 
_ district. This milk supply came from a person who keeps 
only one cow, principally for the use of his own family, 
_ but who had, unknown to the Department, been in the habit 
of regularly supplying a portion of the milk, so far as had 
_ been ascertained, to four families. Further sale of the 
milk from the dairy was at once stopped. Just as the fore- 
going epidemic was closing, another of a similar nature, but 
on a more extensive scale, began to emerge. Its develop- 
ment has been mainly manifested during the current month. 
Every day is adding to the number of persons reported or 
discovered to be affected. The outbreak originated in a 
dairy farm of seven cows north of the Don, and accord- 
ingly outside the city boundary. The milk from this farm 
was distributed in several streets in the east end of the town, 
notably King Street, Princes Street, Urquhart Road, and 
Links Street; and so many cases of typhoid have already 
arisen among the consumers that it would be possible to 
_.. map out the daily route of the cart from the locality and 
distribution of the cases. 


THE PRESENT KNOWLEDGE OF OUTBREAKS 
DUE TO MEAT POISONING. 


By HeErsert E. Duruam, M.A., M.B.CANTAB., 
F.R.C.S. ENG. 


(Concluded from page 1246.) 


Petruschky has described a bacillus under the name of 
bacillus feecalis alkalegenes, which is identical in its charac- 
ters with the B. enteritidis. The source from which it was 
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isolated was fecal matter from “persons suspected to be 
suffering from typhoid fever, in 
found to be present.” 
not suffering from typhoid fever, but from infection by the 
presence of the B. enteritidis in normal fzces (or-urine). — 


MILK, 


There is another possible means of communication of ~ 
through - 


this specific illness from the cow to man, namely, 
the milk. Though So far we have no satisfactory or com- 
plete evidence from the bacteriological side, the outbreak 
described by Gaffky is very suggestive from the clinical 


symptoms that infection with B. enteritidis was communicated 


by means of the milk; the cow was traced out and was 
found to have been suffering from diarrhcea and an in- 


flammatory swelling on the shoulder (an ox in the same stall 
likewise had an inflammatory condition, which, like that on — 


the cow, does not seem to have been investigated). 4, 
Basenau has shown that the milk of a guinea-pig which 
had been infected with the B. enteritidis (var. morbificans 
bovis) contained very large numbers of the bacilli. 
probably milk is not a common source of infections of this 


nature, since while the cow is ill the secretion of milk ap- 


pears to stop. In respect to milk infections, mention must 
be made of the outbreak in St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, 
in which Dr..Klein found an anaérobic bacillus, which he 
named B. enteritidis sporogenes; the further experiments 
which have been made with this organism rather tend to- 
wards the conception that it is merely a common inhabitant 
of the feeces and sewage. 


TIME OF YEAR. 


Next let me point out that although there is a wide- 
spread idea that this class of illness is a speciality of the 
summer months, this is by no means true, for several :of 
the epidemics which have been bacteriologically examined 
have occurred in the winter or autumn. Naturally, from 
what has. already been said, and the subjoined experiment 
of Poels and Dhont, it is well shown that summer heat is 
not necessary to make the meat of infected animals danger- 
ous. , 

FURTHER EXPERIMENTAL EVIDENCE. 


The following experiment made by Poels and Dhont— 
for which I am indebted to Basenau, the original being. in’ 
Dutch—may next be of interest to you: 

An ox was inoculated with a small quantity of pure cul- 
ture of a variety of the B. enteritidis in the: jugular vein ; 
twenty minutes afterwards it was killed, being partially bled 
out. © On bacteriological examination, a few colonies were 
obtained from the spleen and liver; none could be found 
in cultures from the flesh; a few bacilli were also present 
in the blood. However, after keeping a piece of the flesh 
at 20 deg. C. for seventy-two hours the bacilli had become 
abundant; the rest of the meat had been kept at a lower 
temperature—not exceeding 5 deg. C.—41 deg. F. 
this scanty bacilli were detected. “ After we had assured 
the workers in the slaughter-house that we were convinced, 
from the smallness of the number of bacilli present in the 
muscles, that the danger of eating the meat could not be 
very great, and that it would probably only cause a slight 
diarrhoea, 53 persons resolved to eat of it. . Of these 53, 
15 became ill in consequence; headache, gastro-intestinal 
catarrh, and abdominal pain came on in from twelve to 
eighteen hours; in some there was severe diarrhcea.” 

Without more details it would not be profitable to dis- 
cuss some of the points which this important experiment 
suggests. It shows that an animal, experimentally infected 
with pure culture of the bacillus, will give rise to illness 
when its flesh has been kept. The moral which is speci- 
ally to be insisted on is the effect of keeping the meat. Ex- 
periments of Gartner and others show that bacteria are 
only to be found in the surface layers of sound meat after 
three days’ keeping, and even after ten days they have only 
penetrated to a depth of 1 cm.; when roasted such meat 
will be quite sterile in the interior for a long time. _ Natur- 
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ot be the case. It has been said, probably, many 
that because a piece of meat was not eaten up im nt 
no blame could attach to those who were responsi ie 
ee sale when ‘persons: were taken ill through eating it. 
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few days ; 5 ween it was eaten it gave rise to illness. 


- portions of the same carcass. 





- inclined to agree with me that that piece of meat. was de-. 
rived from an unsound beast. 

part of the test of its soundness. 
os Pwo points which writers on the subject in this country 
‘are fond of referring to may be mentioned. The one is 
tha 












 Poore) is responsible for its subsequent poisonous effects. 
We have no evidence that the bacillus enteritidis can be, 
as it were, “spontaneously generated ” from sewer gas. 
The. other is that meats, etc., containing much gelatinous 
material are especially liable to these contaminations ; this 
is no doubt derived from the fact that media containing 
_ gelatine are extensively used for the cultivation of bacteria ; 
_ the gelatine, however, is not used as a nutrient material, 
but. as an addition to other nutrient materials (peptone, 








39 a readily be liquefied. 
CLINICAL SYMPTOMS. 


PEs ‘Fe de not propose to enter ‘dite into the clinical symptoms 

of the disease. As in the case of most other bacterial dis- 
eases due to a single specific cause, the symptoms and 
lesions vary to a considerable extent. Diarrhoea is usually 








- present but it may be slight, or especially in “ psittacosis ” 
fe  at- may be replaced by constipation. Diarrhoea is not a 
constant feature in experimental observations. | Vomiting, 


another common effect, may be extremely intense or absent. 
_ Whether this has any relationship to the portion of the bowel 
~ which is chiefly inflamed is not known; though the small 
intestine is usually affected the colon may be involved. 
There is.also much difference in the extent of lung affec- 
tion in different cases and outbreaks. Sometimes pneu- 
monic conditions are common, whilst on other occasions 
they are but little marked or absent. Herpes labialis, 
- rashes, desquamation (some fourteen days after the attack) 
on hands and feet, jaundice, and great thirst may be men- 
tioned. The onset is frequently sudden with nausea, and 
the headache with great pain in the joints, limbs, or back 
may lead to a diagnosis of influenza. The attack may be 
ushered in by a rigor; the fever, if any, generally lasts but a 
few days; however, it may be more protracted, or a relapse 
may set in. In almost all cases there is very great weak- 
ness. ~Convalescence is slow, lasting for three to six weeks. 
_ The more. protracted cases may simulate typhoid fever to 
some extent; according to the descriptions, “ psittacosis ” 
is apt to be rather of the chronic type. This review of 
the clinical side is, of course, by no means exhaustive. In 
respect to serum diagnosis I have already uttered the warn- 
ing that many cultures must be used for the test; in some 
of the “ psittacosis” cases serum diagnosis has failed; it is 
not unlikely that this may have. been due to an insufficient 
number ‘of'trials on varieties, though it should be added that 
the published evidence concerning “ psittacosis ” appears to 
me to be very inconclusive. 





PREVENTION, PRECAUTIONS, ETC. 


Before leaving the subject I will say a few words on 
preventive measures, and steps which I think should be 
taken when an outbreak occurs, 

Y From the evidence which is at our disposal, it is clear 
that the flesh of cows and calves has been accountable for 
many deaths; it is also certain that a mere naked eye ing 


spection of the meat will not exclude danger, since Ms! 


infected with B. enteritidis m 
ance, 











is a case in point: A piece of beef was” delivered 


“In-'| 
failed to reveal any untoward effects caused by other y. 
In the light of the evidence _ 
that ‘I have put before you I daresay that you would be | 


The keeping: was really * 


at exposure of meat to the influences of sewer air (Ballard, . 


ete.) in order to produce a solid transparent medium which > 


; “Thorough 
| destroy, much of any formed ; 
! ‘Tesistant, to heat than the bac 
In: the event of an outbre ak 
‘much ‘stress on the fact that pro t 
are absolutely necessary for getting at the root’ | 
Every hour may be of importance, especially as the b bacil 
enteritidis is easily killed out by B. coli communis a 
\ proteus. The difficulty of making a satisfactory _ act 
logical examination with stale materials, improperly gathe: 
is very great. Suppose. an outbreak arises, and is traceable 
to food obtained from a particu urce with a consider- 
able amount of, if not with absolute, certainty. : 
remaining goods i in the infected shop. should at onc 
under an official seal. of noli me tangere ; a selection of § 
pected articles should be made, and at once placed in a ny 
freezing apparatus and Rept frozen hard until they are de- 
livered for examination. Before anything is again sold from — : 
the same quarter thorough cleansing and sterilisation ‘of 
utensils is necessary—of course, with destruction of such — 
perishable articles as would be useless. for research. lf 
one of the patients should die, a coroner's order for ‘aye 
bacteriological examination should be in force within an 
hour or two of death. | If materials—such as the outfit of’ 
serum tubes for diphtheria examination—are | at hand, and - 
someone versed in methods is available, cultures should | be 
made from the liver, spleen, kidney, and heart blood (after 
searing the surface of the organ with a red-hot poker) within — 
ten or ‘twelve hours of death—earlier if possible. The ‘a 
spleen should be wrapped in a cloth or lint moistened with 
I to. 500 corrosive sublimate, preferably without cutting into 
it; one kidney and a piece of liver cut out with a clean knife — 
treated similarly ; all these should be placed at once to. 
freeze. Small portions of the organs—not more than a 
quarter of an inch thick—should be put into spirit (rectified) - 
for microscopic examination. The loop of. intestine, SO — s 
useful in the case of cholera, is probably, of little use here. rr 
All these objects should be sent at once for examination, yuis 
care being taken that’ sufficient freezing mixture is put in to, is ; 
ensure complete freezing until delivery. 

. There does not appear to be sufficient evidence of con- 
tagion from person to person for isolation of patients to — 
be necessary. | When these things have been done, and as - 
much epidemiological evidence as may be possible has been — ‘ee 
obtained without bias, and careful search made amongst 
the other live stock whence the suspected meat came has 
been made, the matter rests in legal quarters. In these 
cases it is usual for the coroner to hold an inquiry. It — 
seems to me that another class of food infection might also + 
be inquired into by this authority with profit, namely, the — 

| tuberculous enteritis of children. Here the urgency is 
not so great, for if the tubercle-infected dairy whence the 
suspected milk was derived is examined even after the weeks 
which will have elapsed since the actual infection took place, ~— 
there will probably still be evidence of the presence of 
tubercle amongst the cows. Personally, in such a case, | 
if it was shown that the owner of the dairy had taken no © 
steps to ascertain the absence of tubercle (by means of © 
tuberculin test, for example) I should consider him to be 
culpably responsible for the death. 

From the point of view of the welfare of his fellow 
creatures, it would be preferable that compensation should _ 
be awarded him in the form of lodging, with suitable em- _ 
ployment for awhile, rather than in the form of coin of the | 
realm. It is not improbable that if a few examples were es 
made people would learn to appreciate that foods more or 
less loaded with saving) ponens could not be sold with, im- 
punity. 4 

I hope that I have itoused your interest in this’ pee of 
| infective fever communicable from animals to man, about 
“which there is still much to learn ; if I have driven my horse 
heebacillus enteritidis—to the death, I can only hope 
may stimulate others to do liewhee not as I have 



















E' halve 
a 














































SAR ee 


2 
: 
: 


Ca 









pay especial attel iow weglony 0 jy in word but in deed also. 











— 

‘ * ip 

" vv 
s 





a an 
Pe, 
a Es 4 
w ip fete 
ana me 
r Coy 
oe N 


a 





ee 








ey 














Je 

et ns f a) aeeeteccghy' yl nly pel capa ili pts tai itt sa ege es liginn ipa tintin arate ee cane rian =e in ting ep tome ser taceiangt tn tn i AAD : 

ia 5 et . ; ne et 
7 


> nel 


¥ 





« 
” be 
» 
. 
. 
‘ 
. 
. 
e é 
nC 
ee - 
a¢ 
. 
~ 4 4 . 
i 
. 
. ‘ 
ues \ ve 
. 7 ~ 
a] Le Fe Pa 
Cre * - 
x - ‘ « * 
~ 
n “ fi a 
h v - wr 
i : * Lo 4 
4 >: at, “ls 
> a. ‘Ws 
. net 
' .—— 
. PI we r 
—ae 
, ’ and . - 











